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Statement of Editorial Policy 

The philosophy of The Resister is straightfor- 
ward: Individual rights, strict constitutional con- 
struction, limited government, Nationalism, 
Isolationism, freedom of enterprise, and republican- 
ism; in short, the principles upon which America 
was founded. We oppose: statism, socialism, col- 
lectivism, altruism, internationalism, democracy, 
and the United Nations; in short, the ideologies of 
all tyrannies. 

Our philosophical framework is Aristotelean 
(the rational morality of self interest — Life). Our 
political philosophy is grounded in the works of 
the Framers of the Constitution (government as ser- 
vant, not master — Liberty). Our economic philoso- 
phy is laissez-faire enterprise (the origin of true 
rights — Property). 

Our goal is the restoration of the Constitution- 
al Republic as originally designed and conceived 
by its Founders. 
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America’s 30 Years War 

Who is Winning? 


by 

Balint Vazsonyi 

New From Resister Books 


$20.00 to: 

RESISTER Books 
PO Box 35046 
Fayetteville, NC 28303 

Cash, money order or check. 
(Allow 5 weeks for delivery) 


PLACE TO LEARN AND GROW” 


The National Education Association controlled public 
school system in the US is in shambles. Blue Ridge 
enrolls young men who will both enjoy and prosper in a 
well structured instructional environment. 


We accept boys ages 7-16 who are in good health and 
are well adjusted socially, but who may have a history of 
failure, minor behavior or learning problems. 

Research and our experience indicates that many young 
people with symptoms of Attention Deficit Disorder do 
best in environments that are structured and predictable. 

Please contact: 

Blue Ridge Military Academy 
14809 Hays Rd. Shady Hills, FL 34610 

or call: 813-856-4597 


Mr. Vazsonyi has condensed in a single volume the most articulate, 
succinct, and candid description of how America is being destroyed from 
within that I’ve read in years. When he points at something and says, 
that’s the work of Communists, you had better pay attention — he’s “been 
there.” 

SFC Steven M. Barry, USA (Ret.) 

Vazsonyi takes by the horns a problem which tends to paralyze the 
thinking, such as it is, and all action by “nice” people. He calls liberals 
communists. And he will prove it to you. Liberals spout the same doc- 
trines, use the same tactics, claim the same fine-sounding goals, and in 
their hearts, aim for the same evil objective — total power. 

Dr. Susan L. M. Huck 
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The law perverted! ...The law , I say , not only turned 
from its proper purpose but made to follow and entirely 
contrary purpose! 

Frederic Bastiat 


Corr 



As usurpation is the exercise of power which another 
hath a right to y so tyranny is the exercise of power 
beyond right y which nobody can have a right to. 
John Locke, 1681 


ence 


A Letter From the Editor 


Enemies Domestic 

S everal new military readers have 
written asking that The Re- 
sister, aside from chronicling 
America’s destruction by our nation’s 
enemies domestic, juxtapose the 
Framer’s and Founder’s original in- 
tent against that willful destruction. 
Lack of such fundamental knowledge 
about one’s nation’s originally in- 
tended form of government is not, I 
suppose, the readers’ fault. Consider 
that a senior class in a North Caro- 
lina high school, after “studying” the 
Constitution for two weeks, univer- 
sally failed a 1950 voter literacy test 
consisting of ten questions. They, and 
local newspaper editors, were out- 
raged of course. Not that the seniors 
were brainwashed with Communist 
drivel, but that objective, literal ques- 
tions about the Constitution were 
“culturally biased” and therefore in- 
tended to prevent Negroes from vot- 
ing. Which speaks volumes about 
what government education “teaches” 
regarding the Constitution. So, for 
those soldiers who are new to The 
Resister, the following works are rec- 
ommended reading if you want to 
keep abreast of The Resister’s anti- 
Communist, anti- democracy, anti- 
multicultural editorial position. 

Adam Smith, The Wealth of Na- 
tions (New York, Alfred A Knopf, 
1991). 

Frederic Bastiat, The Law (The 
Foundation for Economic Educa- 
tion, Inc., Irvington-on-Hudson, 
New York, 10533) 

William Rawle,^ View of the Con- 
stitution (Old South Books, PO Box 
46, Simsboro, LA 71275) 


Clarence B. Carson, Basic Ameri- 
can Government (American Textbook 
Committee, Route 1, Box 13, 
Wadley, AL 36276) 

The Library of America, The De- 
bate on the Constitution: Volume I and 
Volume II (New York, Viking Press, 
1993) 


Jackson Turner 
Main, The Anti-fed- 
eralists (New York, 
W.W. Norton & 
Company, 1974) 


Balint Vazsonyi, __ 
America's 30 Years 
War (Washington, Regnery Press, 
1998) 

Jared Taylor, Paved With Good In- 
tentions (New York, Carrol & Graf 
Publishers, Inc. 1992) 

Michael Levin, Why Race Matters 
(Westport, Preager, 1997) 

That’s a good start, and will firmly 
ground the soldier in the founding 
principles of American government, 
while shedding light on what, pre- 
cisely, the enlistment oath, “defend 
the Constitution against all enemies, 
foreign and domestic,” really means. 

So, young soldiers, save your beer 
money for a month or two and edu- 
cate yourselves. America’s real en- 
emies are, and always have been, 
domestic. 

I Hate Computers 


I know, I know; this is 
the Information Age, 
So far, I’m -not im- 
pressed. 


T 


here is a tradition in The 
Resister’s editorial office. 
Whenever I need the com- 
puter the most something goes wrong 


with it, or with the printer, or with 
one of the do- dads or gim- cracks that 
are supposed to make life easier. The 
notion that computers make your life 
easier is a lie, naturally. They easily 
triple the amount of work one actu- 
ally does. 

My “A” drive just went the way of 
the dodo. Precisely when I needed it, 
of course. That wasn’t good enough. 
As soon as I installed a new “A” drive, 
the @ !#%#%& printer crapped out! I 
am convinced com- 
puters exist to amuse 
those who have 
nothing better to do 
with their lives than 
service them. When 
my computer invari- 
ably spazes-out, my 

first impulse is to 

shoot it. Mrs. Barry 
thinks that is extreme. Dr. Huck re- 
minds me, “They sense fear, you 
know.” Mrs. Barry does not use a com- 
puter. Dr. Huck still uses DOS. 
(Sigh.) 

I know, I know; this is the Infor- 
mation Age. So far, I’m not im- 
pressed. Take that most vile and 
loathsome of all things computer- 
ized, that hell called World Wide 
Web. What started out as a means of 
passing international text messages 
has become the realm of the zombie- 
vision generation who must be en- 
tertained their every waking 
moment. When I’m searching for in- 
formation I do not want pictures, cute 
little comets or spinning globes tell- 
ing me “it” is loading, pulsating ad- 
vertisements, or “links^ to sites I’m 
not interested in that contain more 
of the same “entertainment.” Besides, 
I can walk into a (not yet “modern- 
ized”) library, rifle the card catalogue 
and be on my way to the stacks long 
before a remote web site “loads” and 
begins vandalizing my machine for 
“cookies.” Why anybody would want 
to squander hours “surfing” for infor- 
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mation about anything on what 
amounts to television utterly eludes 
me. From what little IVe seen of the 
web the quality of the information 
there is in inverse proportion to its 
quantity. 

Then, there's e-mail. E-mail is 
computer purgatory. Remember 
when letter writing was actually plea- 
surable, and one spent maybe one or 
two quiet afternoons a week answer- 
ing correspondence? Just try waiting 
a week to answer an e-mail! It seems 
that if you don’t waste the better part 
of a morning responding to every 
message addressed to you personally 
you’ll be swamped with urgent pleas 
by late afternoon wanting to know 
why you didn’t respond. 

Worse, far worse, are attachments. 
What on earth possesses people to 
assume I’ll enjoy wasting my time 
waiting for a “download” (God, I hate 
computer jibber), that I’m not even 
remotely interested in, of the latest 
picture or sound file they found while 
they were drooling before their 17 
inch flickering god? Such things al- 
ways seem to arrive accompanied by 
the threat, “You’ll love this!” No, I 
#$%*&#@ won’t! 

I delete jokes too. Think about it. 
There really are people who spend the 
majority of their free time “surfing” 
for jokes, which they then maliciously 
inflict upon others by e-mail. They’re 
“sharing” you see. 

Has anyone else noticed that the 
Anarchnet gives voice to people no 
sane man would otherwise pay the 
remotest heed to? For some unfath- 
omable reason people forward 
postings from their favorite news 
groups to me — but only when they 
know they are out of rifle range. Any- 
thing I get that has alt.misc in the 
header gets deleted. Usenet should be 
renamed “Cretin-net.” The reason 
most people post to the cretin- net is 
because no sane publisher would print 
anything they had to say. Do I need 
to mention “chat rooms?” Ask your- 
self; what sort of pathetic loser would 
gush his personal life through a stream 
of electrons to another pathetic loser 
doing the same? 

You’d think that with all the red- 
hair, freckle faced, four eyed, pug 
nose, buck toothed, chinless, pencil- 
necks out there someone would have 
pulled their pocket protector out of 
their Fourth- Point- of- Contact and 


invented a Universal Operating Sys- 
tem. But no; that would have been 
too convenient. It’s much better to 
have a half-dozen in- 
compatible operating 
systems. Each one is 
the Best, naturally. 

Personally, I liked 
DOS. It worked. But 
it wasn’t “user 

friendly.” Which 
means Dewey Camp 
refugees didn’t have 
enough pictures to 
make sense of it. 

Macintosh took care 
of that, and 

Microsoft carried it 
to its logical conclu- 
sion. Dewey Camp 
refugees are more 
comfortable with 
hieroglyphs. I use NT 4.0 out of noth- 
ing but sheer desperation because 
there is no publishing software for 
DOS. Of course, my printers use 
Macintosh. I was told early on to wor- 
ship at the altar of Macintosh. How- 
ever, I am suspicious of cargo cults. I 
sorely miss my manual Royal. 

Monopolies are not inherently 
evil. Take for example AT &T. When 
AT&T had a monopoly on America’s 
telephone system (which, inciden- 
tally, AT&T created), we had simply 
the best, lowest cost, and most effi- 
cient telephone system in the world. 
The Justice Department — always on 
the prowl looking to destroy some- 
thing that is inherently good — fixed 
that. Now second-rate “services” 
squabble over the government created 
spoils of something AT &T ’s govern- 
ment created “competitors” couldn’t 
have invented. That is called today, 
“free market.” A little over a hundred 
years ago it was called “looting.” N ow 
the Ministry of Economic Justice is 
out to destroy Microsoft. In the name 
of “competition.” 

N ever mind that universal compat- 
ibility of computers would be a boon 
to everyone who used them. No, we 
“need” “competition” — as defined by 
those whiners who couldn’t compete 
with Microsoft. Monopoly is Bad, 
thus saith Marx. 

When I need to go to the library I 
take my notepad and fountain pen. 
Purple hair freaks clicking away at the 
“information highway” snicker at 
that while wiping the mucus off the 


bones through their noses. A library 
full of books, and they’re “surfing the 
web” for information that is a dozen 
steps away — bound. 
I mean, why should 
Dewey Camp refu- 
gees read (assuming 
they could) when 
they can drool while 
lurching their mouse 
pointer toward flick- 
ering hieroglyphs? 

(Sigh.) There is 
not enough rope.... 

I’m off to squander 
some inherently 
worthless, unconsti- 
tutional Greenspan- 
Scrip on a new 
printer. With any 
luck, Y2K will end 
the madness. 

There Are Days... 

W hen I just want to let my 
shoulders droop, my spine 
sag, drop my head, and say, 
“I surrender.” Those are called Mail 
Day. Mail Day is not a day of joy in 
the editorial offices. Mail Day usu- 
ally begins with (historically un- 
proven) reasonable expectations, and 
always, as I reach the middle of the 
stack, ends up with me muttering to 
myself, “What fresh hell is this?” 

I try to make things easy. I really 
do. Like renewals. If you’re at the end 
of your subscriptionyour last issue will 
have a renewal letter tipped in. That 
is called an “indicator.” The Resister 
is a quarterly, and I’m a patient man. 
So I don’t consider it unreasonable for 
renewal notices to drift in any time 
between quarterly mailings. What I 
can’t fathom is renewal letters being 
returned with margin notes asking, 
“When does my subscription expire?” 
Then, there are complaints. The 
vast majority of complaints are along 
the lines of “Where’s my issue!”? Al- 
most always, the complaint is received 
within a week after the issue has been 
mailed. I call those Overcome By 
Events. On rare occasions I make a 
mistake and somebody falls through 
the cracks. When that happens I 
drop everything and correct the mis- 
take on the spot. However, the fresh- 
est of hells is when somebody 
subscribes, the issue is returned as 
“undeliverable,” and weeks later I get 


When I need to go to 
the library I take my 
notepad and fountain 
pen. Purple hair freaks 
clicking away at the 
“information highway” 
snicker at that while 
wiping the mucus off 
the bones through 
their noses. 
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a letter from the same “undeliverable” 
address wanting to know, “Where’s 
my issue?” It’s sitting in the returned 
stack, fool! 

Remember, the United States Post 
Office has a viciously malignant af- 
firmative action hiring policy. If you 
address your mail to “Z” after you’ve 
filled out a postal card with “Y” as re- 
cipient, some affirmative action hire 
is going to start drooling uncontrol- 
lably when she makes a futile attempt 
to juxtapose name and address. It’s 
easier for her to stamp “undeliverable” 
on the envelope. 

Back to renewals. (Have you 
guessed yet, that the now traditional 
Mail Torment part of “Letter From 
the Editor” is written on Mail Day?) 
For three issues nowThe Resister has 
included a subscription blank tip in. 
That is for passing out to friends and 
acquaintances, it’s not a renewal no- 
tice. Although I certainly appreciate 
renewals from some subscribers seem- 
ingly every other issue, it’s quite un- 
necessary (yes, those are credited to 
future issues). When your subscrip- 
tion is up you’ll get a renewal letter. 


Public Engagements 

L ast year I was invited to speak 
before several organizations 
regarding the destruction be- 
ing wreaked upon the Army by 
egalitarians, internationalists and 
population control freaks. My first 
official public speaking engagement 
was at the American Renaissance 
conference. It was a distinct honor to 
be invited to speak before so august a 
gathering. 

Of course, the ADL’s front orga- 
nization, Southern Poverty Law 
Center, didn’t think the AR confer- 
ence was so august. Their description 
of the AR conference warned the stu- 
pid people who listen to them and 
send them money, “More than 200 
people attended the conference dedi- 
cated to the theme ‘Why is Race the 
Problem That Will Not Go Away?’ 
and hosted by white separatist author 
Jared Taylor’s American Renaissance 
magazine. Speakers and attendees 
advanced ideas like the forced repa- 
triation of ‘genetically inferior’ mi- 
norities, harsh pro-European 
immigration reform and aggressive 
resegregation as an intellectual plat- 


enterprise, 


form for white nationalism.” Histri 
onics aside, that was 
an accurate enough 
description. I don’t 
understand what 
SPLC is so upset 
about. 

Your editor re- 
ceived honorable 
mention from the 
enemy: “Other 

speakers included... 

Stephen (sic) Barry, 
editor of The Re- 
sister, billed as the 
“political warfare 
journal” of a secret 
right-wing military 
group.” 

Two things are 
obvious here. First, 

SPLC didn’t have 
anybody at the con- 
ference, or they’d 
have seen me walking 
around and mingling 
with a name tag that 
read, “Steven Barry.” 

They got their misspelling from the 
flyer announcing the event. Second, 
like all Communists, they are fright- 
ened to death at the prospect of the 
existence of a “secret right-wing mili- 
tary group. ’’That phrase gives you the 
feeling of (shudder!) “right-wing 
death squad,” doesn’t it? Let’s see; our 
“secret right-wing military group” 
stands for strict constitutional con- 
struction, freedom of enterprise, in- 
dividual liberty, and minimalist 
republican government. Yes, I can see 
where that might frighten the Jew- 
ish Communists, egalitarians, and 
totalitarian of the ADL and SPLC. 

Next I was invited to speak at the 
People Opposed to Government 
Oppression conference in York, 
Pennsylvania. The topic of the con- 
ference was Law Enforcement 2000, 
my subject was the militarization of 
police and the military’s involvement 
at Waco. I was also invited to be a 
speaker at the American Nationalist 
Union (ANU) conference in Cleve- 
land, Ohio. As the name implies, the 
ANU is a coalition of several organi- 
zations that promote a variety of na- 
tionalist causes ranging from 
reversing immigration to withdrawal 
from the United Nations. I spoke 
about the recent “liberal” hand- 
wringing regarding the military be- 


Let’s see; our “secret 
right-wing military 
group” stands for strict 
constitutional con- 
struction, freedom of 


individual 


liberty, and minimalist 
republican govern- 
ment. Yes, I can see 
where that might 
frighten the Jewish 
Communists, 
egalitarians, and to- 
talitarians of the ADL 
and SPLC. 


ing “too white” and “too conserva- 

tive.” 

And lest anybody 
presume I preach 
only to the con- 
verted, the last week 
of October 1998 1 was 
invited as a guest 
speaker for a 
“women’s studies” 
course at George 
Washington Univer- 
sity in Washington, 
D . C. My subject was 
“Women in the 
Military: Go Home 
and Clean Some- 
thing.” They had 
never met an unre- 
constructed white 
male who dared open 
defiance to their 
aganda. So it was ex- 
citing. (See: Periodic 
Intelligence Report 
in this issue.) 


Article Delay 


Pi 


I art two of the article, “Com- 
missars: The Army’s Political 
Officers,” has been moved to 
the Spring 1999 issue. The reason is 
due to two letters I received follow- 
ing the last issue. Those letters forced 
a clarification of editorial policy I had 
planned on letting develop naturally 
over several issues. I could have re- 
sponded to both letters privately; in- 
deed that is how both published 
responses began. But, I don’t have the 
time to spend days writing letters. 
When I write anything over 1000 
words it’s for The Resister. As both 
letters petitioned clarification of edi- 
torial policy, and therefore deserved 
detailed responses, the editorial, 
“Three Letters,” should leave no 
doubts where The Resister takes its 
editorial stand on the issues ad- 
dressed. 

The first letter is from The 
Resister’s counselor, Kevin L. 
Jamison. Mr. Jamison’s letter was in 
response to the National Vanguard 
Books ad in last issue. He objected to 
National Vanguard’s ad and requested 
his own ad be removed for as long as 
the ad for National Vanguard Books 
ran in The Resister. That, of course, 
being an expression of freedom of as- 
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sodation, is his right. As it is my right, 
as a property owner, to accept or re- 
ject ads. Mr. Jamison could have ex- 
pressed his outrage and demanded the 
removal of the paid National Van- 
guard Books ad while his gratis ad 
continued to run. That would have 
been the tactic of our collectivist 
Destroyers, combined with threats 
and puffery and other nonsense. 
However, Mr. Jamison, although we 
do disagree on some major issues, is 
no collectivist. His was a request, not 
a demand, so his request to have his 
ad removed is honored with, I believe, 
no animosity between us. Straight, 
honest, open dealing between indi- 
viduals with divergent opinions. See 
how it works in a free society? 

The second letter is from a Jewish 
lady who IVe been corresponding with 
for a little over a year. She requested, 
knowing that I would respond to her 
complaint, that she remain anony- 
mous. Our correspondence began 
when, about four issues ago, I first 
skimmed a stone off the surface of the 
“Jewish problem” (Jewish leadership 
in American Bolshevism). It seems 
that so long as I kept my arguments 
academic and didn’t point a finger in 
too precise a direction — i.e., self- 
imposed censorship — I was in little 
danger of having the Thought Police 
descend upon me. However, I violated 
The Rule when writing about com- 
munism. The next thing I know Mrs. 
“X” is writing asking for clarification 
of my views on “holocaust revision- 
ism” and such. I wrote back stating 
my enemy was Bolshevism not Juda- 
ism, and would she please, as a Jewess, 
help me unravel the question of 
whether Jews are a race, a culture, a 
religion, or a nation unto themselves. 
She responded at length, her answer 
being singularly unhelpful; indeed, 
counterproductive. So I continued 
the correspondence and eventually 
used some of her responses as refer- 
ences in my article length obituary of 
Bella Abzug (IV, 3). 

She had requested that none of her 
letters be published (I published none 
of her letters — sadly for TR’s read- 
ers; they were very good) and that her 
name be never mentioned in The 
Resister (I never named her). Because 
many of her responses were relevant 
to issues addressed in the Abzug ar- 
ticle, I wrote and requested permis- 
sion to quote her without attribution. 


Apparently that request “fell through 
the cracks” because she never re- 
sponded. Operating on the principle 
that silence is com- 
pliance I used her let- 
ters in reference, 
without (as previ- 
ously agreed) attribu- 
tion. For using her 
correspondence in 
non-attributable ref- 
erence she called me 
an “Irish Jew” with a 
genius for Talmud 
quibbling no less 
equal to that of the 
most learned rabbis. 

[Hysterical laugh- 
ter!... wiping tears.] 

In response, I pro- 
vided a record of the 
correspondence to 
her. I have no idea 
what, or who she’s 
afraid of, but it seems 
even Jews who are 
conservative are frightened of the 
overarching reach of their Bolshevik 
brethren and dare not defy them. Her 
letter, sans attribution, is reproduced 
in full in “Three Letters.” 

The most fascinating line in her 
letter is “my blood runs through those 
death camps” [Original emphasis.] 
Never mind that she was never in a 
camp. I made a mistake in my analy- 
sis of howjews identify themselves in 
the Abzug article. I wrote that Jews 
consider themselves a nation unto 
themselves. Not so. They do consider 
themselves a race (she denied it), 
which, albeit, is not inconsistent with 
their “diaspora” identity as a 
borderless nation chosen by God 
“...that men may bring unto thee the 
wealth of the Gentiles... Thou shalt 
also suck the milk of the Gentiles... 
And strangers shall stand and feed 
your flocks, and aliens shall be your 
plowmen and vinedressers... Ye shall 
eat the riches of the Gentiles, and in 
their glory shall ye boast yourselves” 
(Isaiah, 60 - 61). 

Um, as a gentile, I object. That all 
sounds suspiciously like institution- 
alized parasitism to me. Protestants 
think scraping and groveling at the 
feet of Jews — especially those in Is- 
rael — is a wonderful idea. Ifyou doubt 
it, just listen to them. After all, their 
“prophets” wouldn’t be on the 
Talmudvision if Jews didn’t allow it. 


Christians have different ideas about 
their status as defined by Jews. Thus 
the Inquisition. Funny how, once 
Jews were removed 
from the “big picture” 
for about 500 years, 
western civilization 
flowered and flour- 
ished. Must have 
been a coincidence. 

Personally, I pre- 
fer freedom to sla- 
very. I guess, these 
days, that makes me 
“anti-Semitic.” 200 
years ago that view 
would not have been 
considered contro- 
versial. But, then, 
200 years ago, 
America was harvest- 
ing the gentile philo- 
sophical and 

economic benefits of 
the Enlightenment. 
Karl Marx and 
Frederick Engels, both Jews, soon put 
paid to that inconvenience of history. 

Radio 

F ollowing my objections about 
Republic Radio International’s 
“business” practices in the last 
issue, I received a call from RRI ob- 
jecting that my piece was inaccurate. 
I asked if the information was true or 
false. I was assured it was false. I asked 
if it was false in part or in whole. I was 
assured it was false in whole. Okay, 
I’m not unreasonable, so I asked for 
any information that would contra- 
dict what I had written, and if, upon 
checking their information with their 
other victims, I was proven to be 
wrong, I would be happy to print a 
retraction. That was, oh, about nine 
weeks ago. So far the contradictory 
information has yet to arrive. Failure 
to provide contradictory evidence 
does not prevent the original of- 
fended parties from running their 
mouths about the issue on the 
“Breakfast Club.” 

I occasionally do guest spots on 
one of RRI’s other shows. One 
memorable series of spots dealt with 
the issue of gun confiscation. (See: 
PARTISAN; Ethical Decision 
Game, in this issue.) There seems to 
be a peculiar disease within the so- 


“...that men may bring 
unto thee the wealth of 
the Gentiles... Thou 
shalt also suck the 
milk of the Gentiles... 
Ye shall eat the riches 
of the Gentiles... 
(Isaiah, 60 - 61). Um, 
as a gentile, I object. 
That all sounds suspi- 
ciously like institu- 
tionalized parasitism 
to me. 
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called patriot “movement.” Its symp- 
tom is that people listen with their 
mouths, not with their ears. 

Now, I was involved in the United 
Nations inspired gun confiscation 
program in Haiti. Instead of postur- 
ing and blustering and whining about 
it, I kept my mouth shut and acted . 
So, despite the best efforts of our 
Communist administration, there 
are still hundreds of anti- Commu- 
nist Haitians who still possess mili- 
tarily useful small arms (among other 
“needful things”) waiting for a “rainy 
day.” (They’ll need “Blanc” to lead 
them, they’re useless without white 
leadership, but that’s another story.) 

After spending some time explain- 
ing how the whole confiscation pro- 
cess works and how to avoid its most 
onerous unpleasantness, callers 
whose mouths overrode their ability 
to digest information started calling 
and sputtering that they’d “not sur- 
render a single gun!” Fine, then you 
will die; one-by-one, because your 
neighbors are not going to come to 
your defense. In fact, that terminally 
stupid, doe-eyed soccer-mom across 
the street will probably be the one who 
snitches you off to the “authorities.” 

There also seems to be a persistent 
fantasy that the Army, should con- 
fiscation become reality, will, by some 
as-yet-to-be-defined miracle, defect 
to the patriot “cause.” Believe me 
when I tell you the Army is not going 
to desert and join you. Primarily be- 
cause your “movement” has no iden- 
tifiable, or justifiable, cause. What 
principle would spark desertion? 
What are they going to desert to? 
Under whose recognized legitimate 
authority would those deserters find 
sanctuary? That loser down the street 
who was elected a general by four of 
his beer drinking buddies who get 
their “intel” from short wave? Every 
time I talk to a “militia leader” I am 
torn between choking back tears of 
despair and hysterical laughter. 

If this so-called patriot movement 
were transported back to 1776 our 
Army’s dress uniform would still be a 
Red Coat. 

Speaking of radio... 

esister Radio is now heard on 
WFAI 1230 AM, 
Fayetteville, North Carolina, 


on Sundays between 1030 and 1100, 
and on KTLD 1110 AM, Alexan- 
dria, Louisiana, on Thursdays be- 
tween 0930 and 1000. 

I tape the things now. I never liked 
callers anyway. They interrupted me, 
which I’ve always considered rather 
rude. My impression of talk shows 
which rely on callers 
is that the host has 
nothing of substance 
to say, so he turns the 
initiative over to 
strangers who also 
have nothing of sub- 
stance to say. And if 
the host did have 
something of sub- 
stance to say, why 
would he ask for 
people to call and give their opinion 
on it? Remember lectures? You know, 
the one-way conveyance of informa- 
tion by those who knew what they 
were talking about? Now everything 
is “facilitated.” It’s called sharing the 
learning experience. I always pre- 
ferred lectures. I’m too insensitive to 
share. 

Antler Dancing 

M ost of our readers are aware 
that The Resister is en 
gaged in a concerted effort 
to amass that body of anti- Commu- 
nist literature, pamphlets, and other 
works which our Destroyers are ac- 
tively attempting to “disappear” in 
order to erase the historical record 
and thereby their complicity in our 
descent into socialism. Part of that 
effort is geared to collecting period 
Communist works. After all, you 
can’t follow the game without a pro- 
gram. The Resister recently scored a 
coup: Part of the personal library of 
one of the major COMINTERN 
agents in America during the 1930s. 
This was one of the guys who was^ft;- 
ing orders to the Communist Party 
USA, not taking orders from them. 

He “just happened to be” ajew. I’m 
glad Jewish Bolsheviks love America. 
All these coincidences of Jews “just 
happening” to be leaders of Ameri- 
can communism and Bolshevism 
might otherwise give people the 
wrong impression. Obviously, it is all 
a big misunderstanding, and vregoyim 
need to be more tolerant; so scream eth 
the ADL. 


The Firm 

T he Resister, having been 
plagued by “netizens” posting 
unauthorized essays or whole 
issues to either their “Web” sites or 
news groups, has consistently warned 
potential thieves that 
legal action will be 
initiated if caught 
stealing the intellec- 
tual property of The 
Resister. Recently, 
one ofThe Resister’s 
anarchnet “watchers” 
discovered a widely 
circulated news group 
post denouncing the 
Left’s use of the word 
“extremist” to describe patriots. It 
was a blatantly plagiarized copy of a 
Resister editorial entitled “On Ex- 
tremism” posted under the plagiarist’s 
own name. His fame as an editorial- 
ist was short lived. He was contacted, 
racked, and forced to retract his post 
and publicly admit his plagiarism. So, 
future thieves beware: We will not tol- 
erate the theft of our property. The Re- 
sister will not stand pat and allow you 
to expropriate what is not yours. 

The Resister has gone to great 
lengths to insure the integrity of our 
written product (copyright) as well as 
our intellectual property (Trade- 
mark). You see, there is this funda- 
mental principle called “honesty.” 
We realize that the concept of prin- 
ciples, in this degenerate age, may be 
alien to many. When we started The 
Resister we began with the notion 
that people are fundamentally hon- 
est, and that it took effort to be dis- 
honest. We have since disabused 
ourselves of that fantasy. Precisely the 
opposite seems to be the cold reality 
of human nature. Call it original sin, 
or whatever you please; it takes con- 
science effort to be a good and honest 
man. 

Those who have written The Re- 
sister requesting permission to post 
an editorial or an article have never 
been denied permission to do so, so 
long as The Resister is credited and 
subscription information is ap- 
pended. But you must ask permission 
— in writing. Asking permission is 
called decency, and honor, and respect 
for the property of others. Anything 
less is theft; either by conversion or 



Every time I talk to a 
“militia leader” I am 
torn between choking 
back tears of despair 
and hysterical laughter. 
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expropriation. Don’t bother whining 
“this information needs to get out.” 
That is, in principle, the same “ra- 
tionale” Bolsheviks used to “redistrib- 
ute” to “the people” the land and 
property of “Kulaks” and the “bour- 
geoisie,” and that is the same prin- 
ciple used today by these so-called 
governments to expropriate property 
from the competent and lavish that 
stolen loot on the incompetent. 

At this time The Resister would 
like to take the time to thank “The 
Firm” for their hard work, diligence 
and professionalism. Special thanks 
to Frank, Patricia, Judy, Carmen and 
Ellen. Without you all, we could not 
have accomplished the mission. 
Thanks also to “Spanky” for her en- 
couragement, wit, wisdom and her 
unqualified support; her wisecracks 
notwithstanding. And a very sincere 
thanks to the comely and always re- 
gal Miss Linda “B B FIC ” Tully for her 
encouragement, moral support and 
her generous contribution of a stack 
of a 1920s anti- Bolshevik magazine 
called, The Independent. The Resister 
has already made good use of them. 

Publishing Schedule 

A lthough The Resister is a 
quarterly, and the publishing 
schedule is on the calendar 
for every thirteen weeks, give it a 
couple of weeks leeway. For example, 
this issue was scheduled to go to press 
on 15 January, but several late break- 
ing events delayed printing — like 
the d***** computer giving up. (I hate 
computers, but you know that.) Oc- 
casionally a late breaking story will 
come in. The Resister doesn’t claim 
to be timely (its a work of analysis, 
not news), but if something is impor- 
tant I’ll “stop the presses” in a heart- 
beat. Never fear; if you paid for a four 
issue subscription you will get your 
four issues. Not always on schedule, 
but you’ll get them. I’d rather be right 
than rush an issue through. 


FROM READERS 

Query: 

O kay, you guys. Put up or shut 
up time. I recently found 
some copies of your maga- 
zine here at Fort Hood. You attack 
Jews, but you also attack Nazis. You 
attack blacks, but you also attack the 
Klan. You attack conservatives al- 
most as equally as liberals. You attack 
communism, but also free markets. 
You attack Protestants, and also 
Catholics (and Muslims, for all I 
know), yet you disclaim atheism. You 
attack women, but many of your writ- 
ers are women. You attack the poli- 
cies and competence of the chain of 
command, but you are pro military. 

Your magazine is a mass of con- 
tradictions. Explain yourselves. 

CPT “Cav” 
Ft. Hood, TX 

A dmittedly, my first impulse is 
to say, “No, puzzle it out for 
yourself.” However, your let- 
ter illustrates just how deeply the gra- 
tuitous acceptance of collectivist ideas 
runs throughout America, so I’ 11 give 
you the nickel tour of the issues you 
raised. 

The contradictions you perceive 
are in your concrete categories and 
their juxtapositions. Politically, The 
Resister is reactionary anti- social- 
ism, culturally it is reactionary anti- 
egalitarianism. The apparent 
contradictions vanish under that 
light. 

National socialism, communism, 
fascism, liberalism, etc., are all social- 
ist ideologies to greater or lesser de- 
grees in execution, but identical in 
outcome — tyranny So-called con- 
servatives take HEAT rounds accord- 
ing to their compromises with and 
appeasement of socialists. So-called 
free markets (as advertised today) are 
corporate- syndicalism — which, be- 
cause they are “planned” by govern- 
ment are socialist in nature. 

The Protestant “social gospel” and 
the “liberation theology” of the 
Novus Ordo “Church” (neo-Protes- 
tantism) are socialism camouflaged as 
Christianity. Jews fall under the gun 
in degree of their Bolshevism and 
support of socialist causes, and their 
agitation for atheistic government 


(by definition, immoral and tyranni- 
cal). So long as Muslims keep attack- 
ing Israel and leave us alone, we’ll 
leave them alone. Blacks fall under 
the gun in degree of their (Bolshevik 
inspired) agitation for cultural social- 
ist causes. Women, because they are 
collectivist utopian egalitarians. (TR, 
mercifully, seems to attract the all too 
rare exceptions to that rule.) 

The military falls under the gun 
in degree of its use as a social engi- 
neering laboratory for America’s so- 
cialist and egalitarian Destroyers and 
its subordination to the United Na- 
tions; thus politicized, it has become 
a positive menace to (true) national 
security. 

Where does that pigeonhole TR 
in today’s political spectrum? It 
doesn’t. However, 100 Years ago TR 
would have been unremarkable. 

SFC Steven M. Barry, USA (Ret.) 


Social Gospel Comes 
Home to Roost 


W e must be wary of the in- 
filtration of Communist 
subversion on all fronts, 
including the church. Recently the 
church I used to attend had a 
“Women’s Sunday.” 

Check out this version of the af- 
firmation of faith taken from the 
United Methodist Hymnal. I’ve 
never seen The World Methodist Social 
Affirmation before, but it sounds more 
like an affirmation of communism 
than Christianity. 

“We confess our sin, individual 
and collective, by silence or action: 
through the violation of human dig- 
nity based on race, class, age, sex, na- 
tion, or faith; through the 
exploitation of people because of greed 
or indifference; through the misuse 
of power in personal, communal, na- 
tional, and international life; 
through the search for security by 
those military and economic forces 
that threaten human existence; 
through the abuse of technology 
which endangers the earth and all life 
upon it.” (Page 886) 


To top it off, instead of a scripture 
lesson we had two women “guest 
speakers” (who don’t even attend the 
church) give speeches soliciting 
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money for their social/political causes 
(plight of the homeless and women’s 
victimization). 

What simply amazed me is that 
everyone in the congregation (except 
my family, who I promptly escorted 
home) blindly followed along and 
without question stated this leftist 
tripe as if they truly believed it. 

It’s a good thing we left before the 
litany, the script for which was to have 
the congregation shout repeatedly, 
“Free the oppressed”! This was not a 
religious service, rather a forum for 
leftist political dogma. 

Reid Smith 
Tallahassee, FL 

Reading: Lost Art 

R eference Dewey Camps: Get 
the audio tape of John Taylor 
Gato giving a speech on the 
state of government schools. He’s an 
ex New York City teacher of the year 
who quit in protest. Did you know 
that compulsory government school- 
ing in this country began in Massa- 
chusetts in the 1850’s by, I believe, 
Horace Mann? They had to force chil- 
dren to school at bayonet point. It 
was started by influential (wealthy) 
New Englanders, not because citizens 
were ignorant or illiterate, but to pre- 
pare us for the “collectivist society of 
the future”! 

In fact, Alexis de Tocqueville con- 
sidered Americans (circa 1830s) the 
best educated people in history. A 
critic of his came to America to see 
for himself and found farmers going 
out into their fields carrying philoso- 
phy books. I’ve met college grads who 
would have a hard time reading The 
Federalist Papers. 

Besides fluoride in the water there 
is more and more proof showing the 
mal effects of childhood immuniza- 
tions. (Call 1-800-FYI-SHOT for a 
huge package of free information.) 
This could help explain the drop in 
IQs. 

I too love to read and outside of a 
large, well stocked gun shop with 
racks of surplus rifles that I can caress 
and smell, there’s nothing like a good 
book store. Reading (and I don’t mean 
Steven King or Tom Clancy) is truly 
a lost art. 

The rise of the personal computer 
has given the average man more in- 


formation, but I find people are 
dumber than ever. 

It takes self discipline to absorb 
information from an old manuscript, 
to mull it over in one’s mind and fit it 
into the body of learning already ac- 
quired. Because you can’t curl up on 
the sofa with your PC the way you 
can with a good book this computer 
“literate” generation is doomed. 

In my home no television or com- 
puters are allowed. 

Wayne 
Dover Plains, NY 

Cooked Quote 

W ith reagrd to your use of 
the quote from the (fic- 
tional?) British Commu- 
nist, Samuel Cohen, I thought you 
might be interested in the following 
information. 

According to authors John 
George and R. Wilcox in their 1992 
book, Nazis , Communists , Klansmen , 
and Others on the Fringe , this quote 
was fabricated by Eustace Mullins 
sometime in the 1950s, and was read 
into the Congressional Record in 
1957 by Congressman Abernathy, 
and was “exposed as fraudulent in the 
same publication” that same year. 
George and Wilcox contend that 
“clues to spuriousness” include the 
following: 

1. In 1912 there was no “Commu- 
nist” Party. 

2. Negroes were not in “the world 
of sport and entertainment” at all in 
1912. 

3. The use of the term “guilt com- 
plex” is more appropriate to post 
WWII than to 1912. 

4. The authors find talk of Black- 
White intermarriage in 1912 un- 
likely. 

5 . No one has found the book from 
which the quote is supposedly taken. 
(A Racial Program for the 20th Cen- 
tury .) 

George and Wilcoxs’ book is writ- 
ten from a left/liberal perspective in 
my opinion. However, the authors 
seem to have done their homework 
(although their tendency to editori- 
alize is tiring). George is described 
on the book’s jacket as an expert in 
political “extremist” movements in 
the U.S. and is the author of They 
Never Said It: A Book of Fake Quotes , 


Misquotes , and MisleadingAttribution. 
So, maybe he knows what he’s talk- 
ing about and the quote from Cohen 
is a fake. 

My other observation might be 
that Eustas Mullins was a prophet 
when he forecast the future from the 
middle of the 1950s. Mullins should 
have spoken for himself in any case. 

Joe Williams 
Tallahassee, FL 

T he footnote attributing the 
quote in question contained 
the caveat that there was con- 
siderable controversy surrounding its 
legitimacy. I have a reasonably sized 
collection of anti- Communist mate- 
rial and I couldn’t find reference to 
either A Racial Program for the 20th 
Century or Samuel Cohen. I included 
the quote (with caveat) only because 
it was so compelling, and because it 
was, in retrospect, as you point out, 
prophetic. Looks like I’ll be buying 
yet another book, They Never Said 
It .... 

However, I do appreciate the cor- 
rection. 

Speaking of corrections, a reader 
responded to “Barbarian Migrations” 
from Volume IV, No. 2, remarking 
that the inscription on “...that 
French tart’s...” statue was written by 
Emma Lazarus and was cast onto a 
bronze plack, not inscribed on the 
bitch’s base. Emma Lazarus was a 
Jewess, a socialist “activist” and a ra- 
bid Zionist. It figures a Jewish Bol- 
shevik female would think of such a 
collectivist obscenity as inflicting 
upon America “...huddled masses...” 
and “...wretched refuse....” What is 
not popularly known is that her 
screed was written as part of her cru- 
sade to bring Russian Jews to 
America. (She hated America — it 
was free and prosperous, you see.) She 
also made herself obnoxious through 
her lobbying Congress for interven- 
tion to establish a Jewish state in Pal- 
estine. (Late 1800s, folks....) 

SFC Steven M. Barry, USA (Ret.) 
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What will you do when they come to take your guns? 



When, in the not-too-distant future, the U.S. bans the private possession of 
firearms and stages the Gun Raids to round up suspected gun owners, Earl Turner 
and his fellow patriots are forced underground. The hated Equality Police begin 
hunting them down, but the patriots fight back with a campaign of sabotage and 
assassination. As the struggle escalates an all-out race war occurs, with the gov- 
ernment enlisting the non-White minorities to put down the White rebels. Turner 
and his comrades suffer terribly, but their ingenuity and boldness in devising and 
executing new methods of guerrilla warfare lead to an eventual victory of cataclys- 
mic intensity and worldwide scope. 

This is the book which the FBI and the controlled media have been claiming is 
the “blueprint" for everything from the Oklahoma City bombing to the takeover of 
the U S. government by "White extremists.” It is the "Bible" of the "racist right," they 
say. It is the book most hated and feared by the gun-control crowd. 

Too many things predicted in the book have been coming true, they believe, 
and they’re afraid that if more people read the book the rest of it also may come 
true. Actually, says the author, the book is merely a vehicle, in the form of an 
exciting novel about urban guerrilla warfare and revolution, for his ideas about race 
and society. You'll have to read it for yourself to see who’s right. 

THE TURNER DIARIES 211 pages soft cover $12.95 +S&H 


Another blockbuster from the 
author of The Turner Diaries 

What should an honorable man 
do when confronted by evil? 

This second novel packs at least as strong a message. That message is: When an 
honorable man confronts evil, he must neither submit to it nor ignore it, but he must 
take up arms against it. That is what Vietnam veteran Oscar Yeager does in re- 
sponse to treason, degeneracy, corruption, and other evils in Washington, DC, with 
spectacular results. He declares war on the enemies of his people, and after that 
no politician, media liar, or other degenerate is safe from his bombs, silenced pis- 
tols, garottes, and other weapons. Oscar Yeager becomes a one-man death 
squad— until he is caught by a frighteningly ambitious FBI official and given a propo- 
sition he cannot refuse. Then he develops a new strategy and becomes even more 
violent and dangerous to everyone in his way. 

HUNTER 259 pages soft cover direct from the author $12.95 + S&H 

SEX DIFFERENCES: MODERN BIOLOGY AND THE UNISEX FALLACY by Christen— 141 pp hard cover $34.95 
ALIEN NATION. COMMON SENSE ABOUT AMERICA’S IMMIGRATION: Peter Brimelow-327 pp hard $23.95 
FRENCH REVOLUTION IN SAN DOMINGO— Story of Black massacre of Whites in Haiti. 410 pp soft cover $9.95 
RACE by John Baker— By an Oxford scholar. Best comparison of Whites and Africans. 623 pp hard cover $24.95 
IMPORTING REVOLUTION by Hawkins— U.S. leftist immigration leading to revolution. 209 pp soft cover $7.95 
BEHIND COMMUNISM by Britton— Exposes ethnic group behind communist movement. 94 pp soft cover $3.95 
SPECIAL TASKS by Sudoplatov— Soviet secret police (NKVD) leader reveals atrocities. 509 pp hard cover $24.95 
YOU GENTILES by Samuel— Leading Jew explains their aims and attitudes toward Gentiles. 221 pp soft cover $5.95 
TALMUD UNMASKED by Fr. Pranaitis — Catholic priest bluntly reveals Jewish lawbook. Ill pp soft cover $4.95 
NUREMBERG: THE LAST BATTLE by David Irving— Trial of NWO’s first victims. 377 pp hard cover $34.95 
RACE, INTELLIGENCE, AND BIAS IN ACADEME by Pearson— Leftists minorities run univs. 304 pp soft $17.50 
CAPTURED BY INDIANS— Actual eye-witness accounts by those who survived hell. 378 pp soft cover $8.95 
CELTIC MYTHS S LEGENDS by Squire— Amazing pre-Christian Celtic stories. 464 pp hard cover $9.95 
MYTHS OF THE NORSEMEN by Guerber— Rich detail on Thor, Odin, Yggdrasil, etc. 397 pp soft cover $10.95 
HISTORY OF THE VIKINGS by Jones— True story of greatest adventurers of all times. 504 pp soft cover $16.95 
THE ALAMO by John Meyers— Best account of fighting Mexicans to capture Texas. 240 pp soft cover $9.95 
BEYOND GOOD AND EVIL by Nietzsche— Philosophy of race, peoples, gender, etc. 239 pp soft cover $10.95 



Was Hitler 
really a 
gun-grabber? 

There’s more misinformation 
circulating among gun owners 
on this question than any other. 
If you want to discuss gun 
rights intelligently, you need the 
facts. They're all in this book. 

"The first thing Hitler did when he came to 
power was round up all the guns.” True or 
false? To answer this question the author of 
Gun Control in Germany, 1928- 1945 dug up 
the official German statute books from the 
period in question so he could read exactly 
what the laws said about the ownership and 
carrying of firearms by Germans, both dur- 
ing the time Hitler headed the government 
and before. He wanted to know not only what 
Hitler’s gun laws were, but also how Hitler 
had changed the gun laws that already ex- 
isted in Germany. Gun Control in Germany, 
1928- 1945 not only answers your questions 
about Hitler's attitude toward gun ownership, 
it provides complete, facsimile reproductions 
of the Hitler and pre-Hitler gun laws, just as 
they appeared in German statute books, 
along with complete and exact English trans- 
lations of both. Everything is spelled out 
clearly and completely on the laws for buy- 
ing, owning, and carrying both handguns and 
long guns. The next time you’re in an argu- 
ment about gun control, know the facts. Read 
this book' GUN CONTROL IN GER- 
MANY, 1928-1945 by William L. Pierce 
8/4"x1T’ 48 pp soft cover $4.95 + S&H 


PERPETUAL WAR FOR PERPETUAL PEACE by Barnes-Our wars, a tool of NWO. 740 pp soft cover $8.95 


Shipping & Handling: In the USA add 
$3.00 for first book, then 500 per book. 
Foreign Orders: For details send 
$2.00 for main catalog. 

Please print name and mailing 
address clearly. 

Send check or money order 
(no COD’s) to: 


Hours of reading enjoyment in my 72-page catalog 

CATALOG— Here are over 600 books and tapes that prove that our gun-control and 
crime problems are not just caused by well-meaning liberals. The cause is much deeper 
than liberalism. The news media and politicians are not biased because they are igno- 
rant of the facts. All the facts in the world can’t make a leopard change his spots. I’ve 
selected the best and most reliable and trustworthy books from both underground and 
major publishers. Many of these you won’t be able to find anywhere else. The famous, 
hard-hitting article, "Who Rules the Media?," is included in every 72-page catalog. Send 
$2 for a catalog (or FREE with any order). 
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No mans life , liberty , o r property is safe while the 
legislature is in session. 

Judge Gideon J. Tucker 

Editorials 



The Highest art in the world cannot guild socialism, 
t is impossible to make beautiful the denial of liberty. 

Auberon Herbert 


mmentaries 


THREE LETTERS 


by 

SFC Steven M. Barry, USA (Ret.) 

Occasionally, my letters to correspondents reach article length as I ex- 
plain my positions on the subject of their correspondence. Three recent let- 
ters, the first two solicited, the third a response to a national columnist, 
sufficiently clarified certain editorial positions in The Resister that I thought, 
combined, they would make a pretty good editorial. Dr. Huck appended her 
comments during editing. SMB 


I 

A Letter From 
Counselor 


Steve: 

O ne is known by the company 
he keeps. I will not have my 
name in the same magazine 
as an advertisement for nazis. I do not 
come to this decision emotionally. 
The nazis shot, and otherwise mis- 
treated my Uncle, but it was during 
the war, and he was dropping bombs 
on them. 

The nazi ideology is socialistic, 
racist, and otherwise tyrannical. It 
could be based on teletubbies, it is 
tyrannical economically and politi- 
cally, that is enough. Based on rac- 
ism, it is based on hatred, based on 
the tribalism the Resister has opposed 
from the first issue. My father taught 
me that there is no time for hatred, it 
is bad for business. Without a com- 
pelling reason it is inefficient. 

The current crop of nazis offend 
me for their intellectual dishonesty. 
On one hand they argue at great 
length that there was no holocaust, 
no death camps, no gas chambers, no 
crematoria, no death squads. They 


readers with the idea 
that you are anti- 
Semitic... For them to 


themselves, they would not have to 
read the magazine. Readers will not 
conform their habits to fit the style 
of the writer. To be read, the writer 
must conform his style to that of his 
audience. One can aim one’s work to 
the similarly intellectual elite, but 
that is intellectual masturbation. To 
recover our rights, we must reach 
large numbers, some of whom, I fear, 
have not finished evolving. 

I gather that the nazis have some 
of the books you require. I do not un- 
derstand what value there can be in 
books on race written three-quarters 
of a century ago, about test scores cre- 
ated by conditions of three-quarters 
of a century ago. However, I do not 
understand why some 
people collect elec- 
trical insulators ei- 
ther. I am careful 
about who I do busi- 
ness with, my father’s 
generation sold scrap 
metal to the Japanese 
Empire, and got it all 
back again. 

I do not buy prod- 
ucts from the 


advise us that all confessions by death 
camp personnel were lies, all photo- 
graphs fakes or of 
plague victims, survi- — 

lying, . a 5 Your complex, lengthy 

the death camps did r > o J 

not exist because articles have left some 
they were overrun by 
the Soviet Army (one 
cannot say liberated). 

There were American 
PO Ws at Auschwitz, 

and not all of them raise the question indi- 

Jewish, but leave « ^ t ueis iroiii me 

that. They claim the ca ^ es that the problem Peopled Republic of 
Jews are, every single serious. China. I have ob- 
last one, communists tained political asy- 


and must be confined 
in perpetuity. They seem to think this 
is better than murder. 

On the other hand, one finds un- 
reconstructed nazis who maintain 
that the only thing the death camps 
did wrong, was not finish the job. I 
do not have time for either attitude. 

Your complex, lengthy articles 
have left some readers with the idea 
that you are anti-Semitic; I have spo- 
ken to them, rather, they have spo- 
ken to me. For them to raise the 
question indicates that the problem 
is serious. I know, if they read the ar- 
ticles carefully, they would realize that 
anti-Semitism was not the point you 
were making. If they did the research 


lum for too many 
people to allow that regime to profit. 
Getting children ready for school 
without PRC products is not easy. I 
have gone without products, or paid 
more, but doing business with tyrants 
is offensive. I have many books by left- 
ist and communist authors, all from 
the used book market. 

There are many levels of tyranny, I 
buy Japanese products, which is not a 
Jeffersonian democracy. I have bought 
products from some of the more au- 
thoritarian countries; they are not 
complete tyrannies, and do not seek 
to expand the territorial scope of their 
regime. There is little chance of the 
nazis gaining power. If you decide to 
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draw the line at that level, it is your 
call. 

However. Running that advertise- 
ment creates an additional question 
you must answer before getting to the 
point of the magazine. This is an ob- 
stacle the magazine does not need to 
take on, and I do not see that the ben- 
efits outweigh the detriments of this 
obstacle. It is your magazine, and your 
call. 

Kevin L. Jamison 

Response 

Kevin: 

F rankly, I was a little confused 
by your outrage. I am person- 
ally, and The Resister has al- 
ways been, as stridently anti-Nazi as 
anti- Communist. However, your let- 
ter placed me in the position of ca- 
veat venditor . Of course Nazism is 
tyrannical. In fact, the editorial po- 
sition ofTR, as you well know, is that 
N azism and communism are the same 
ideology, are in fact, competitors, not 
antagonists. Point to a single word 
in TR that has not expressly — and 
consistently — proclaimed that fact. 
Pve talked to Dr. Pierce on several 
occasions and he knows my position. 
Frankly, youVe been the only person 
to object to the ad after reading my 
rationale for running it in last issues 
“A Letter From The Editor.” In open 
defiance of censorship, and its self- 
anointed Bolshevik zampolit , I’m 
running the ad again. Yours has been 
removed per your request. 

Now, to Business 

A s you well know, TR’s core ar- 
gumentative editorial policy 
contrasts the principles and 
philosophies upon which this nation 
was founded against the socialism 
being inflicted upon us. Please ex- 
plain, though, how fiercely indepen- 
dent individuals can possibly defend 
themselves against tribes bent on col- 
lectivist destruction? The answer is, 
they cannot. Believing they can is 
utopian nonsense. I’ve had that run- 
ning argument with Objectivists al- 
most from the beginning. For 
instance, when blacks coalesce as a 


tribe and then openly declare their 
collective object as the destruction of 
individualism, self-reliance, and in- 
dependence (if you doubt it, read their 
literature), then whites had better 
damned well pay attention and coa- 
lesce for mutual defense. Which they 
always had — until they became “tol- 
erant” and “sensitive” to the “needs” 
of“others.” 

Why are whites the only people in 
America who are forbidden a racial 
identity? Because our collectivist en- 
emies are frightened 
into apoplexy that 
should American 
whites ever rediscover 
their identity, our 
enemy’s deracination 
pogrom will not only 
come to a halt, but in 
all likelihood would 
justifiably recoil 
against them. Do 
you believe for an in- 
stant that America 
could have been 
founded as, or would 
have become, the fre- 
est and wealthiest 
nation on earth if 
“mulitculturalism” 
and “tolerance” and “liberalism” (as it 
exists today) had been the prevalent 
ideologies in the 1700s American 
Colonies? You know better. By what 
rationale, then, should those ideolo- 
gies be surrendered to today? 

Do you believe that Africans, 
Mexicans, Arabs, or Asians could 
have created America? One look at 
their squalid, collectivist, regional 
pest holes is the obvious answer. Why, 
then, should white Americans sub- 
mit to them? By what fathomable ra- 
tionale are whites compelled to 
“celebrate diversity” and harangued 
daily to be “tolerant?” Tolerate means 
to put up with or endure something 
that is disagreeable . So, what is it that 
whites are demanded to be tolerant 
of ? The destruction of a nation they 
created by those who could not have 
created it! And who demands to be 
tolerated? Those same minorities who 
demand that whites “tolerate” them 
during that destruction and “cel- 
ebrate,” without question or dissent, 
their own deracination. 

It is inconceivable that this 
nation’s Founders envisioned a 
“multicultural” or racially “diverse” 


American society. Their writings 
clearly and universally express pre- 
cisely the opposite view. Today, our 
nomenklatura and their media 
apparatchiki coo and gurgle that in 
fifty years whites will be a minority in 
America. They might as well simply 
declare that in fifty years America will 
be a Third World Communist dung 
hill, like Los Angeles, Miami, New 
York City, Detroit, Washington DC, 
ad nauseam . Because the greater the 
number of unassimilable Southern 
hemisphere barbar- 
ians that flood almost 
unchecked into 
America, and the 
more these criminal 
gangs called “govern- 
ments” pander to 
their demands for de- 
mocracy and “repre- 
sentation” in a nation 
they could not have 
created, the more 
rapid becomes the 
loss of our traditional 
Anglo-Saxon liber- 
ties and the more to- 
talitarian these 
“diversity” pandering 
so-called “govern- 
ments” become. 

Bolshevism 

I did not enter the Bolshevik 
minefield on a lark. As you know, 
one of my projects is to rescue 
from obscurity that body of anti- 
Communist literature dating from 
the early 1900’s to present. As my 
collection grows it becomes more 
abundantly clear that Communism 
is, for all practical purposes, a Jewish 
invention. They as much as admit it 
in their own early writings. Why, 
then, is it forbidden to write or speak 
about it? I will not be cowed or in- 
timidated by meaningless shrieks of 
“anti-Semitism.” I am a historian, 
not a lawyer or politician. So I don’t 
have to compromise, appease, grovel 
and scrape. I don’t have to be “liked.” 
During my studies of the ideologies 
and researches on the causes of 
America’s destruction from within, 
without exception, philosophically, 
ideologically, and praxeologically, no 
matter how many times the deck is 
shuffled and cut, the same card keep 


It is inconceivable that 
this nation’s Founders 
envisioned a 
“multicultural” or ra- 
cially “diverse” Ameri- 
can society. Their 
writings clearly and 
universally express 
precisely the opposite 
view. 
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turning over, the same originating 
cause keeps surfacing — Jewish Bol- 
shevism. I came to that realization by 
myself, by my own efforts, by my own 
work, using non-Nazi — often Jew- 
ish — sources. I have tested it. It has 
held true culturally, economically, 
and politically. I will not back away 
from that truth. If I have arrived at 
the wrong conclusion, prove it to me. 
(I have cast off many previously held 
erroneous beliefs since starting TR. I 
am not afraid of being proven wrong 
on this count.) 

I have never claimed that all Jews 
are Communists. No intelligent man 
who researches the origins of com- 
munism, however, can come away 
without the realization that the ma- 
jority of Communist leaders , ideo- 
logues and activists were, and still are, 
Jews. To deny the fact that commu- 
nism in America (indeed, the world) 
was, and still is, inspired and led by 
Jews is to reject an objective reality 
and an incontrovertible truth — a 
truth that was widely known and 
openly discussed in America early in 
this century — simply because one 
does not want to be called a “bad 
name” or be “not liked.” Our current 
crop of “liberal” swearwords were in- 
vented by those very Jewish Commu- 
nists whose expressed desire was and 
is to destroy us .Therefore any attempt 
to discuss that topic without point- 
ing fingers at our Destroyers out of 
unreasonable cravenness at the mere 
thought of being call “anti-Semite” 
is doomed to failure. Which, of 
course, was one the early purposes of 
the ADL, to derail anti-Commu- 
nism by screaming “persecution” and 
“anti-Semitism” when Communist 
headquarters were raided and most of 
the arrested “just happened to be 
Jews” — as if it was merely a coinci- 
dence. Quoting an article, dated 24 
January 1920, from The Independent, 
titled “Raids on the Reds:” 

“Arrests were made in practically 
every industrial center of the coun- 
try under the direction of Attorney 
General Palmer and Superintendant 
Flynn of the Bureau of Investigation. 
Nearly all of the persons arrested in 
the raids were aliens; most of them be- 
ing either Jews from Russia or Slavs 
from various parts of Eastern Eu- 
rope.” [Emphasis added.] (Page 99.) 


Of course, people were more hon- 
est back then. They read. They dis- 
cerned. They didn’t have an 
Establishment approved and Jewish 
Bolshevik censored Telescreen to 
sacrifice their drool to. And neither 
do I. 

Speaking of sacrifice, “holocaust” 
is a neat word. “Holo” means whole, 
or entire. “Caustic” means burning. 
Therefore, when words still had 
meaning, the simple noun “holo- 
caust” simply meant, “A burnt sacri- 
fice or offering.” (Webster, 1832.) Its 
meaning slowly 
shifted from, “A sac- 
rifice wholly con- 
sumed by fire, a whole 
burnt offering (up to 
1847)... A complete 
sacrifice or offering; 
sacrifice on a large 
scale (up to 1868)... 

Complete consump- 
tion by fire, or that 
which is so con- 
sumed, complete de- 
struction... (up to 
1940),” to “...esp. of a 
large number of per- 
sons; a great slaugh- 
ter or massacre. 

(Which begins 
around 1942, but, 

“The specific application was intro- 
duced by historians during the 
1950s....” in transferred sense as the 
Holocaust). [OED, 2nd ed..] You'll 
never guess who, and which “histori- 
ans,” first began using “holocaust” in 
the later context. Note the steady es- 
calation of the definition from a 
single burnt sacrifice to complete de- 
struction; then to quibbling about the 
numbers involved resulting from an 
embarrassingly large number of sur- 
vivors. 

Regarding “holocaust” “revision- 
ism,” have you never asked yourself 
why any skepticism, any questioning, 
any query, any serious study of the 
“holocaust” is immediately met with 
screams, shrieks, howls and shrill, vi- 
cious denunciations, threats, and 
violence? Under normal circum- 
stances, the truth can be discussed 
openly, rationally, and through calm 
presentation of evidence to support 
positions and conclusions. That is 
forbidden when discussing the “ho- 
locaust. ” Only the Jews' version is lent 
any credence. Why? Do honest 


scholars yammer shrill denunciations 
of their skeptic’s contrary evidence? 
No. Only liars need to shout down, 
defame, threaten, or assault the 
holder of opposing viewpoints. It is 
forbidden to question any iota of the 
“holocaust.” The “holocaust” has 
never been a detail of history deemed 
worthy of objective examination and 
honest discourse; it has always been a 
religion (or, rather, part of a religion), 
with its own rabbis (the ADL), syna- 
gogues (Simon Wiesenthal Center 
and “holocaust museums”), creed 
(only blind faith 
could account for the 
deaths of more Jews 
than existed in Eu- 
rope), and proselytiz- 
— the 

Talmudvision. 

You state that 
readers: “will not 
conform their habits 
to fit the style of the 
writer.” And further, 
“To be read, the 
writer must conform 
his style to that of his 
audience.” You are 
correct in stating 
that if the reader was 
doing the research 
himself he wouldn’t 
needTR. That would certainly make 
my life much easier. However, if the 
readers are not going to do the re- 
search themselves (or double- check 
my research through my footnotes) 
then I really don’t want to hear any 
discomfited whining from them re- 
garding the conclusions I draw in my 
articles. What most people don’t re- 
alize, however, is that TR is con- 
formed to the style of its target 
audience, which is why many in the 
so-called militia “movement” do not 
care for it. TR is a quarterly, not a 
biweekly or a monthly. I have to as- 
sume the readership is minimally ac- 
quainted with the subject matter. If 
readers who are not so acquainted find 
my arguments too complex, well, that 
speaks to them and their knowledge 
of the subject matter, not to my tar- 
get audience. Detailing the causes of 
America’s descent into socialism can- 
not be reduced to an easily digested 
comic book or bumper sticker bro- 
mides. There are altogether too many 
“educational” publications on the 
market intended for popular appeal. 


The “holocaust” has 
never been a detail of 
history deemed wor- 
thy of objective exami- 
nation and honest 
discourse; it has always 
been a religion (or, 
rather, part of a reli- 
gion), with its own... 
proselytizing medium 
— the Talmudvision. 


ing medium 
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TR is not “educational” in that sense. 
It is reactionary , intended for a very 
narrow, self- selecting audience. 

Death by Democracy 

T o “recover our rights,” you 
continue, “we must reach 
large numbers, some of 
whom, I fear, have not finished evolv- 
ing.” First, I never deceived myself 
that TR would become a popular 
magazine. It was never intended for 
“the people” and I don't care if “the 
people” like it or not. Second, “the 
people” are irrelevant. They’re herd 
animals following the Talmudvision 
over a collectivist cliff. If “the people” 
weren’t so dully complacent and stu- 
pidly compliant, America wouldn’t be 
in the collectivist sewer it’s drown- 
ing in now. I can point to huge seg- 
ments of American society who, 
rationally, should be immediately — 
and permanently — disfranchised. 
What’s the alternative, more democ- 
racy? Democracy, boiled down to its 
bones, can be defined as, “A demand 
by the stupid to rule the intelligent 
because the stupid outnumber the 
intelligent.” Democracy and crime 
are not two opposite poles, they are a 
continuum. That is why this nation’s 
Founders denounced democracy; and 
the reason our Destroyers enshrine 
it. This nation was forged by a small 
handful of men leading less than three 
percent of its colonial population. 
They created the freest nation in his- 
tory. Neither “the people,” nor their 
“will,” had anything to do with it. It 
is ludicrous and laughable to even 
suggest that we’ll be able to “recover 
our rights” by voting away our en- 
trenched socialism and those crimi- 
nal gangs who oversee it; or convince 
“the people” that it is in their best 
interest to do so. American socialism 
will end only when American social- 
ists twist slowly in the wind. 

You state: “I do not understand 
what value there can be in books on 
race written three-quarters of a cen- 
tury ago, about test scores created by 
conditions of three- quarters of a cen- 
tury ago.” First, test scores are not 
“created by conditions.” Tests, being 
measures of cognitive intelligence 
simply rank intelligence. Environ- 
ment cannot change genes — decades 
of relativist-race- egalitarian propa- 


ganda notwithstanding. Second, the 
value of books on race written three- 
quarters of a century ago is due to 
those works being written when such 
things were still honestly discussed. 
And if those issues were 
honestly discussed today, you would 
find that there has been no change 
between “three-quarters of a century 
ago” and today — as amply proven in 
the viciously at- 
tacked current litera- 
ture about such 
things. However, it is 
now forbidden to 
discuss those topics. 

Why? Because they are 
still truel And truth 
today, thanks en- 
tirely to no less than 
our Bolshevik cen- 
sors, is called “hate” 
or “creating a cli- 
mate.” 

“Hate (and ‘cli- 
mate’) crime” is an- 
other Jewish 

Bolshevik invention 
that really means po- 
litical crime . Just ask 
Canadians, or the Germans, or the 
French, or the British, ad nauseam , 
who suffer under Jewish Bolshevik 
imposed censorship, and who maybe 
imprisoned for criticizing Jews. Or, 
better yet, ask anti- Communist Rus- 
sians who took a one-way trip to 
Lubianka after the Bolsheviks — the 
leadership, commissars and VCheKa 
of whom were almost all Jews — de- 
clared “anti-Semitism” (they meant 
anti-communism) a political crime. 
Oh!; that’s right... you can’t. 

Communism didn’t “just happen,” 
Kevin. And it’s leaders didn’t “just 
en to be” Jews. 

ur own Bolsheviks have been 
trying to get “anti-Semitism” de- 
clared a “crime” in America for over 
50 years. But that pesky 1st Amend- 
ment keeps getting in their way. No 
matter! “Hate” and “creating a cli- 
mate” will work for now. Who knows, 
maybe Schumer, Biden and Feinstein 
can make “anti-Semitism” a political 
“crime” as a rider to their next attempt 
in their ceaseless efforts to disarm the 
goyim. And, I will remind you, the 
militia cannot drill in most states be- 
cause of the Anti-Defamation 
League’s “model” anti-militia “legis- 
lation.” Now, given the above, ask 


yourself this simple question: “Why 
do Jews want to prevent American 
Christian white men from learning 
and practicing small unit tactics?” 
That question needs to be asked, be- 
cause stripped of all the “antigovern- 
ment” and “hate group” 
propagandizing, that is precisely 
what the issue boils down to. Of 
course, that does not stop the street 
thugs of ADL’s ter- 
rorist branch, the 
Jewish Defense 
League, from con- 
ducting their own 
paramilitary training 
with impunity. Try- 
ing to enforce Jewish 
Bolshevik designed 
“model legislation” 
against Jewish ter- 
rorists would be 
“anti-Semitic.” 
Where does it 
stop, Kevin? Where 
is the line drawn? 
Why, and by whom, 
is it forbidden to dis- 
cuss those obvious 
patterns? Discussing 
those patterns does not make one a 
Nazi despite hysterical shrieks of 
“FASCIST!” {that particular “liberal” 
swearword is the Communist pot call- 
ing the Nazi kettle black) from — 
that’s right — Bolsheviks; particu- 
larly the ADL and their front orga- 
nization, Southern Poverty Law 
Center which is run by — right again 
— Jews. The Founders had some 
pretty uncomplimentary (and more 
accurate than not) things to say about 
Jews. Does that fact make them Na- 
zis? 

Personally, I’m getting damned 
sick and tired of dancing around the 
fact that there is not a single destruc- 
tive-to-America “movement” that 
has existed in this century that did 
not “just happen to be” organized, 
run, financed or promoted by Jews. 
And they admit it in their own lit- 
erature. Or am I forbidden to read and 
quote from Jewish works also? 

Answering the Enemy 

C ertainly, one thing ensures 
our destruction. That is 
cringing under our 
Bolshevik’s lexicon and submitting to 


Democracy, boiled 
down to its bones, can 
be defined as, “A de- 
mand by the stupid to 
rule the intelligent be- 
cause the stupid out- 
number the 
intelligent.” Democ- 
racy and crime are not 
two opposite poles, 
they are a continuum. 
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self-censorship by accepting the 
meaning of the smears Bolshevik cen- 
sors and thought police invented to 
silence any debate or dissent. I have 
standard responses to Bolshevik name 
calling. 

My response to, “You’re a racist '” , 
is, “Of course Im an advocate of my 
race; what is your point?” My response 
to, “You’re a white supremacist'” , is, 
“What, historically, is the alterna- 
tive?” My response to, “You’re an anti- 
Semite !”, is, “Yes, I do prefer freedom 
over slavery.” My response to, “You’re 
an extremist !”, is, “You’re right, I do 
not compromise.” Finally, my re- 
sponse to, “You’re a fascist'.” , is, “You, 
sir, are the socialist, not I. 

The oath I took in 1973 (and six 
times thereafter) obligated me to de- 
fend the Constitution against all en- 
emies foreign and domestic . When I 
retired I was not disabused of that 
oath. The Resister marches toward 
the sound of the enemy’s cannon. 
That sound echoes historically domes- 
tic. And our enemies domestic are not 
“just like us,” nor do they “mean well.” 

Those domestic enemies are so- 
cialists of every stripe, including 
Communists and Nazis who are, to 
paraphrase Balint Vaszonyi, author of 
America's 30 Years War , the same 
people in the same leather coats — 
i.e. “liberals.” I hate “liberals,” and 
everything they espouse, with dia- 
mond-like purity and perfection. 

II 

Truth Is No 
Defense 

Dear Steve: 

I t was with a heavy heart that I 
read the current edition ofTR. I 
am requesting that you not send 
me any further issues. I do not want 
this in my home. 

Having a slight flair for the dra- 
matic, I wondered what I should do. I 
toyed with the idea of sending you 
back the current issue with a little 
coloring added — my blood. Yet I 
declined to do this, in part because I 
wasn’t sure which portion of my arm I 
could cut without endangering the 
rest, and in part because I can’t re- 


member the date of my last tetanus 
shot. And ultimately, because I real- 
ize that sending blood (even if dried) 
through the mail is not polite. 

I have a picture hanging near my 
front doorway. It depicts a Celtic 
woman, staring into the distance 
with a sad look expression on a 
gloomy, overcast day. And in her 
hands she grasps a sword. I had al- 
ways imagined that the sword be- 
longed to her husband, who left to 
fight the Crusades and never re- 
turned. But some friends thought 
otherwise. That particular saber, they 
said, was a “lady’s weapon,” and it be- 
longed to her. I didn’t quite believe it 
at first, but thought it an interesting 
possibility. So I adopted my percep- 
tion to accommodate the vision. 

But after a time, the picture 
seemed incomplete, lacking a critical 
element. So I shifted my vision again, 
this time mentally altering the im- 
age. And now in my mind’s eye, the 
lady grasps the sword in one hand and 
holds a candle in the other; not merely 
to light her way, but so that through 
its light, she may herself be seen. 

So it is with anything one writes, 
anything one commits into the world 
through the process of printing. One 
illuminates a condition, and in so 
doing, casts a light onto oneself. 
There is no such thing as the word 
devoid of ego, for every word chosen 
is that ego’s natural extension. There- 
fore, to your typical question, “What 
is the value in being polite to one’s 
enemies?” I would answer, “What is 
the value in laying aside one’s dig- 
nity?” And that, sadly, is a condition 
I have seen too often in the last couple 
issues ofTR. 

I admit I do not read minds. I have 
no handle on your strategy for deal- 
ing with the Left. But what I can see 
is a fighting stance, and a tone of 
voice, that can work very quickly to 
reduce you from the level of a warrior 
to that of a street brawler, filled with 
venom, who shouts insults to pass- 
ersby in hopes that one of them will 
look back cross-eyed and provide the 
justification for a real good fight. I 
sincerely hope I am not one of those 
you seek to encourage in this regard. 
It will do no good. “Fighting” with 
an American veteran who has served 
his country honorably is neither my 
predilection nor my desire. 

When you began your project on 


[Bella] Abzug, you started with a rea- 
sonable topic that others sidestep and 
do not address — the prominence of 
Jews in Communist movements both 
here and abroad. And through our 
correspondence, I have some idea of 
how hard you worked, and how dili- 
gently and how very honestly you 
pursued your research. To that spirit 
of independent inquiry, I was more 
than happy to provide a contribution. 
But something happened along the 
way. It was as if you began your project 
with the surgical precision (and the 
concomitant dry wit) of “J.F.A. 
Davidson” and ended up wielding a 
sledge hammer of the kind favored by 
Dr. Huck. Intermixed with the data, 
which undoubtedly contain some 
mines deliberately placed by you, is 
rhetoric so vicious and nasty that it 
sounds more like the vehement pro- 
paganda of those whose motives are 
more anti-Semitic than they are anti- 
Communist. I have no doubt that 
those who gleefully substitute 
“Chosenites” and “Talmudists” for 
“Jews” in their diatribes were ecstatic 
at the result. No doubt they viewyou 
as a “defender of the faith.” It makes 
me sick. 

This trend continues in the cur- 
rent issue, and actually worsens. I 
found your off-color remark about 
“cannon-goyem” (sic) insulting and 
disturbing, placed as it was beneath a 
sour anecdote purporting to general- 
ize [Israeli] Jewish feelings about 
Christian help. Israeli Jews count on 
no one to provide their defense. That 
is why they put women in uniform — 
not as a simple experiment in collec- 
tivism. 

As to your characterization of 
“Judeo- Christian” as “anti-Chris- 
tian,” I certainly don’t see it. There is 
a name for a set of beliefs that are anti- 
Christian on virtually every point, 
and that belief system is called 
“Satanism.” 

I wonder if it is merely the Left you 
are fighting, or whether all Jews have 
somehow become part of that mono- 
lith. The subtitle in Dr. Huck’s ar- 
ticle specifically referencing the 
Talmud clearly refers to all Tews : and 
most particularly, to those who are 
most likely at the opposite end of the 
political spectrum from those who 
call themselves Communists. But, I 
guess that is just another case of ca- 
veat emptor. 
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Yet, there is evidence still that you 
have not descended to the street cor- 
ner. You were quite shrewd to include 
your paragraphs on Protestant “her- 
esies” and Communist “nuns” in the 
same piece as your statements lament- 
ing the fate of “anti-Bolshevism” at 
the Nuremberg trials. It is almost as 
if the entire article had been carefully 
crafted for this one effect, so subtly 
placed, and therefore so much the 
more effective. A stroke of genius, 
which you have in no small measure. 
There is, however, a slight problem, 
from this “Chosenite's” point of view 
— my blood runs through those death 
camps. No, “we” have not discussed 
the Holocaust. And we never will. 

Goodby, Steven. And may Gods 
grace ever light your way. 

N ame and Address 
Withheld by Request 

Response: 

Dear X: 

S kipping to paragraph seven of 
your letter, when I began 
Abzug’s obituary I had planned 
on no more than about a thousand 
word “ding-dong, the witch is dead” 
piece. However, I am not afraid to go 
where the research leads. My library 
was admittedly sparse on the topic of 
Jewish Bolshevism. By the time I had 
finished the Abzug piece the collected 
sources on Bolshevism had increased 
tenfold. When I acquire a book, I 
compare its bibliography against what 
I have, which leads to more purchases 
and comparisons. I am never satisfied 
until I have a good collection of clas- 
sic works — meaning “it never ends.” 
There has to be a cut-off point in or- 
der to publish an article, but I do re- 
serve the right to continue to study 
the subjects I write about. I am not 
afraid to change my opinion about a 
subject if the objective evidence con- 
tradicts a previously held belief. I re- 
serve the right to become more 
intelligent. 

One cannot honestly research the 
egalitarian destruction of Western 
civilization and the concomitant ar- 
rogation of individual and property 
rights without eventually ending up 
researching the (very real) biologi- 
cal, epistemological, and psychologi- 


cal differences between the races — 
and who denies those differences ex- 
ist and seek to have them legislated 
(contrary to objective reality) into 
extinction while de- 
manding whites have 
“tolerance” for the 
barbarization of 
America. Nor can 
one honestly re- 
search the ideological 
origins and historical 
evolution of commu- 
nism without re- 
searching who 
founded, promoted, 
and implemented 
that unspeakably evil 
ideology and its con- 
comitant advance- 
ment of 

anti- Christianity. 

Both research efforts, 
if honestly pursued, 
eventually converge on the tireless ac- 
tivities of the same group — Jewish 
Communists. 

Obvious Patterns 

S cratch any socialist, collectiv- 
ist, atheist, “civil rights,” or 
egalitarian “movement” that is 
intended to communize America, and 
Jewish ideologues, lawyers and activ- 
ists percolate to the surface in grossly 
disproportionate numbers relative to 
their population. That objective re- 
ality, that historical pattern, that real 
problem, cannot be ignored. The 
flowering of Western (read Chris- 
tian) civilization (the Renaissance) 
began only after the Inquisition be- 
gan, and Jews throughout Europe 
were either banished, exiled to the 
Pale, or confined to their self-created 
ghettoes. The collectivist devolution 
of Western civilization — concomi- 
tant with the degenerate rise of athe- 
ism and communism — did not begin 
until after the French Revolution, 
when Napoleon “emancipated” Eu- 
ropean Jewry and “opened” Europe to 
Pale Jewry — part of the havoc he 
wreaked upon Europe. 

Also, we are not supposed to no- 
tice (indeed, it is forbidden — by Jews 
— to even mention) that economic, 
political and cultural communism did 
not gain any significant foothold in 
America until after the mass migra- 


tion of Pale Jewry to America from 
Russia following the assassination of 
Czar Alexander II by Jewish anar- 
chists (Nihilists) in 1881, the 
aborted, Jewish-led 
1905 communist 
revolution, and the 
Jewish-led 1917 Bol- 
shevik Revolution. 
We're also forbidden 
to note that the cul- 
tural relativism and 
feminist degeneracy 
extant in America to- 
day can be traced di- 
rectly to the Jewish 
Communist founded 
Frankfurt School of 
“cultural Marxism” 
and its Jew- authored 
screeds. 

Nor is it permit- 
ted to note that over 
75 per cent of the 
Russian Bolshevik government were 
Jews; that those Jews were responsible 
for the slaughter of over 25 million 
Russian Orthodox Christians during 
collectivization; that every Commu- 
nist revolution in Europe following 
Wilson's War was led by Jews; nor 
that the Communist Party USA was 
well over 50 per cent Jews (current 
CPUSA chairman, Gus Hall's real 
name is Avro Mike Halberg). Nor is 
it permitted to note that the Atomic 
Spy rings of the 1940s and ‘50s were 
run by Jews; the most strident critics 
of the House Committee on Un- 
American Activities and Senator Jo- 
seph McCarthy were Jews; that the 
Communist Frankfurt School in- 
spired “counter culture” revolution of 
the 1960s was led byjews; or that the 
most aggressive intelligence agency 
operating against America today is 
the Mossad. I mean, people might get 
the wrong idea! 

Is the foregoing an indictment of 
all Jews? Certainly not, which I've 
emphasized not only in our personal 
correspondence but also in The Re- 
sister. In fact, in our private corre- 
spondence, I made a specific point of 
looking for a way out of the “Jewish 
problem,” by asking if a Jew who was 
an atheist (i.e. Communist) could 
still be considered a Jew. You con- 
firmed what my researches of Jewish 
authored works on that very topic re- 
vealed — they're still considered Jews. 

So, what am I expected to do? 


The flowering of 
Western (read Chris- 
tian) civilization (the 
Renaissance) began 
only after the Inquisi- 
tion began, and Jews 
throughout Europe 
were either banished, 
exiled to the Pale, or 
confined to their self- 
created ghettoes. 
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Chant “not alljews are Communists” 
like a mantra every time I overturn a 
Communist rock and Jewish Bolshe- 
viks scream “anti-Semite!” while scut- 
tling into the obfuscating shadow cast 
by the Communist Anti-D efamation 
League of the Masonic (i.e., 
Luciferian) B’nai B’rith? Why do I 
even bother pointing out that not all 
Jews are Communists? Out of fair- 
ness to Jews who are not Communists, 
or protectors of Communists (“liber- 
als”). But apparently that’s an exer- 
cise in futility, as your letter shows. 
Perfectly content to let pass without 
comment finger pointing at African 
collectivism, you immediately leapt to 
the defense ofyowrkind when I started 
getting too precise while pointing at 
the origins of communism in America 
and its most strident activists — past 
and present. Alljews may not be 
Communists, but Jews who are con- 
servatives have done nothing to stop 
those who are. What’s that about? 

Simply juxtaposing the words, 
“Jew” and “Communist” evokes “anti- 
Semite” apoplexy given that “anti- 
Semite” is an early ADL invention 
meaning anti-Communist , and was 
specifically designed to intimidate, 
smear and silence anti- Communists 
whose finger pointing became just a 
little too precise during the early and 
mid 1900s. That was a clever scam, 
obviously designed by a professional 
propagandist who realized Protestant 
heretics dully regarded (and still re- 
gard) Jews as the chosen of God, who 
could therefore do no wrong, and not 
as the Talmudic Pharisees Christ de- 
nounced as “... children] of hell....” 
Catholics, however, were not entirely 
deceived until after Vatican II. 

Why, Some of My Best 
Friends Are... 

I t is obvious, by simple observa- 
tion, that not all N egroes are col- 
lectivists or parasites or criminals. 
So I can’t help but wonder if being 
required pro forma to mutter “not all 
Jews are Communists” every time 
Bolshevism is discussed isn’t expected 
to insult the readership rather than 
inform them. Or worse, if it isn’t the 
manifestation of a kind of self-in- 
flicted thought control intended to 
be inflicted upon the readership (us- 
ing the writer as the vehicle) to play- 
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down, in their minds, Jewish com- 
plicity in communism and its front 
organizations and “movements. ’’That 
would certainly be consistent with 
most writers’ reluctance to identify 
the authors of Jewish activism and 
Bolshevism as Jews in reaction to the 
constant “anti-Semite!” screaming 
whenever Jews are criticized for any 
reason, just as “newspapers” refuse to 
identify the race of criminal suspects 
out of fear of being called “racist.” (an- 
other Jewish Communist invented 
swearword). 

Anything written about Jews that 
doesn’t cloy and drip with syrupy 
sweetness is automatically branded as 
“hate speech” which, 
not coincidentally, 


Christian” being apostasy is in refer- 
ence to the relatively modern phe- 
nomenon of the Judaization (read 
communization) of Christianity. By 
what rationale alleged Christians ac- 
cept without the slightest protest 
hyphenated singularity with Jews, 
who not only deny Christ, let alone 
His divinity, but also the Triune na- 
ture of God, eludes me. Odd, how- 
ever, that you should bring Satanism 
into the argument, given Christ’s 
candid denunciation of the Talmudic 
Pharisees, and the Jewish 
Encyclopaedia's candid admission that 
modern Jews are Talmudic Pharisees. 
However, you forgot to mention those 
Jewish lawyers whose 
deafening anti- 
not a Christian yapping 
advances the lie of 


(like “creating an at- Israel is 

mosphere”) is yet an- . . . . — 

other Jewish country, it IS a criminal "separation of church 

Communist inven- entemrise and state >” b ut who 

tion. As is the defa- * * are stone dumb when 

it comes to the extor 


mation tactic of 
eventually suggesting in the media 
that anti-Communists who gain 
prominence are “mad;” a form of at- 
tack with origins in the Talmud, 
which uses it against Christ. 

Frankly, when some Russian Jew 
pompously declares that American 
Christians “are going to lay down 
their lives to help the Jews [in Israel], 
whether the Jews believe in Jesus or 
not” my response is, well, unprint- 
able. Israeli Jews count on no one to 
provide for their defense? Good! 
Screw them, then. America can stop 
squandering tens of thousands of 
millions in tax extorted welfare hand- 
outs on Israel, and Germany can stop 
paying Israel thousands of millions in 
extorted “guilt Geld.” Funny, I 
thought I saw US Army Patriot mis- 
sile batteries, US made F16s, US 
madeM60A3 tanks, US made Ml 13 
APCs, US made artillery, and US 
made M16 armed Israeli soldiers in 
Israel during Bush’s War. I must have 
been dreaming, seeing as how Israel 
is so self-sufficient and all. Self-suf- 
ficiency must also be the reason 
Mossad steals American military 
technology secrets, sells them to the 
Chinese, who then give them to the 
Pakistanis and Iranians, which Israel 
then calls “proof” it needs more US 
“aid” to protect it from the evil Arabs. 
Israel is not a country, it is a criminal 
enterprise. 

My remark about the term “Judeo- 


tion of American taxpayers to “sup- 
port” the Jewish theocracy in Israel. 
Of course, those same Jews who tire- 
lessly yammer for atheistic (read com- 
munistic) government in America 
won’t emigrate to theocratic Israel. 
That would be counterproductive, 
wouldn’t it? 

For practical purposes, the trans- 
lation of the Talmud into Latin in the 
13th century sparked the Inquisition 
after the Church tumbled to its ex- 
ecrations against Christians and its 
revilement of gentiles. Last time I 
checked, those sentiments in the Tal- 
mud had not been deleted or 
changed. So why should the Talmud’s 
malignant designs be ignored by its 
intended Christian and gentile vic- 
tims today? Jews tirelessly whine 
about being “persecuted;” a theme 
kept active by Jewish Communists 
and exemplified by their ceaselessly 
intoned “persecution” mantra, “anti- 
Semitism.” Personally, given the 
Talmud’s lawlessness toward Chris- 
tians and gentiles, I think the word 
prosecution is more accurate. The vic- 
tims finally got fed up. 

You are correct that “we” will never 
discuss the holocaust, because it is 
forbidden — byjewish Bolsheviks — 
to honestly , intelligently and objec- 
tively discuss the holocaust. Indeed, 
in Europe and Canada it is illegal , 
according to “laws” written byjewish 
Bolsheviks and enacted by their gen- 
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tile scuts, to honestly, intelligently 
and objectively discuss the holocaust. 
Said “laws” (read, political crimes) are 
soon to be inflicted upon America in 
order to silence honest, intelligent 
and objective discussion about any- 
thing having to do with Jews. Unless, 
of course, it’s gratuitous fawning. Cui 
bo no} Jewish Bolsheviks. Certainly 
nobody else benefits. The Communist 
ADL, professional propagandists and 
our self anointed censors and thought 
Gestapo, demand “tolerance” for this. 
They're right, given that tolerate 
means putting up with something 
that is disagreeable . 


Closing 

Y ou are not in my “battle 
sights,” Mme. “X,” because I 
honestly don’t think, based on 
our private correspondence, that you 
are a Bolshevik. My lament is that 
non- Communist, non-liberal Jews 
who are truly conservatives (not “neo- 
cons,” who are nothing more than 
socialists with a gripe against Com- 
munists), and who consider them- 
selves Americans first and Jewish only 
by religion, do not stridently de- 
nounce their Bolshevik (by definition 
Zionist) kind for the willful Destroy- 
ers of America they are. Conserva- 
tive Negroes seem to have more guts 
in that regard (i.e., identifying and 
opposing the destroyers among their 
own race) than Jews who claim to be 
conservatives. That is the lament of 
any other honest anti- Bolshevik — 
including “sledgehammer” Huck(we 
lovingly call her “Slasher”) — which, 
by definition, excludes Nazis who, as 
you well know are attacked in The 
Resister as consistently as Commu- 
nists. Or maybe conservative Jews 
don’t care, and figure communism 
won’t be so bad after all, given that 
“anti-Semitism” is a political crime 
every place else except in America — 
for now. 

Comments by 
Dr. Huck 

D on’t blame me for the little 
“o” things. Sergeant Barry 
writes the topic headers. 
That was a new one on me. 


As for my “sledgehammer” ap- 
proach, I try to say things in a brief 
but effective manner. Because I tend 
to quip that humor is “my edged 
weapon of choice,” I 
am sometimes known 
as a Slasher. 

When I recount 
incidents which are 
ritually denounced as 
“anti-Semitic,” I am 
simply calling atten- 
tion to episode after 
episode in which Jew- 
ish groups (or such 
Jewish dominated 
cat’s-paws as the 
American Civil Lib- 
erties Union) are 
conducting an orga- 
nized aggression 
against the values and 
practices of the host 
society. It is perfectly 
clear that these 
groups seek to “de- 
Christianize” the — — — — “ 
United States, whether the Christian 
majority likes it or not. 

f he aggression is entirely on the 
Jewish side — the subversion of the 
culture, the bullying and the looting. 

I have to admit that we act like stupid 
plow- oxen by submitting to this sort 
of thing. It would not be “anti- 
Semitic” to simply stand up and say, 
with a no-nonsense smile, “No, you 
are not going to do this to us.” 

The ecstatic hope of plundering a 
further “$90 to $140 billion” out of 


Jews are forever whin- 
ing that wherever they 
go, bad things eventu- 
ally happen. You 
would think that, after 
millennia of experi- 
ence with uncivilized 
responses, smart Jews 
would have engaged in 
a bit of self-examina- 
tion and figured out 
why this keeps hap- 
pening to just them. 


could go on. The civilized response 
out of goyim would be, “No, we are 
aware, and you are not going to do 
this to us.” 

Jews are forever 
whining that wher- 
ever they go, bad 
things eventually 
happen. You would 
think that, after mil- 
lennia of experience 
with uncivilized re- 
sponses, smart Jews 
would have engaged 
in a bit of self-exami- 
nation and figured 
out why this keeps 
happening to just 
them. 


Ill 

“Ethnically 

Speaking” 

My response to Larry Meeks’ na- 
tionally syndicated column, 25 De- 
cember 1998, in the Fayetteville 
Observer-Times (a Pravda subsid- 
iary). 


non-Jews in the name of the Holo- 
caust, as expressed in the December 
meeting at the State Department, 
even turned Charles Krauthammer’s 
stomach. But if the goyim submit to 
it, why should the Edgar Bronfman’s 
restrain themselves? 

The Holocaust is an “industry,” a 
“prized possession.” Mass murder has 
been all too common during the 20th 
Century; tens of millions of others 
have died in many other countries. 
The Ukrainian “holocaust,” which 
more than decimated a nation, was at 
ground level imposed by Jewish Bol- 
sheviks, but we don’t hear about that. 

I don’t like the Anti- Defamation 
League setting itself up as a private 
political police outfit, or as I some- 
times put it, a “tribal Gestapo.” I don’t 
like American foreign policy serving 
Israel, not the United States. One 


Stereotyping 

N ormally, I just scan columns 
like Mr. Meeks’ to keep tabs 
on the latest anti-white, 
anti-Western civilization brainwash- 
ing themes. I seldom respond to 
them. But when I do, I usually get 
published. Mr. Meeks published my 
response to one of his columns sug- 
gesting the military was “racist” be- 
cause there are so few Negroes in 
special operations units. Meeks cited 
objective standards, like having to 
swim 50 meters in uniforms and boots, 
as a traditionally discriminatory. I put 
him at parade rest and explained re- 
ality to him. He admitted he’d have 
to “rethink” the issue. But this col- 
umn of Mr. Meeks explicitly advances 
the agenda that declares discussion 
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of racial differences a thought crime. It 
therefore begged comment. 

My response to Mr. Meeks below 
is admittedly rather heated (even by 
Resister standards) and tends to paint 
with a fairly broad stereotype brush. I 
don’t apologize for that. My observa- 
tion is that stereotypes create them- 
selves. There have been, and are, some 
remarkable exceptions to the rule; and 
any reasonable man admires their in- 
dividual success. Those exceptions are 
remarkable because they are excep- 
tions. Think of a stereotype as a pebble 
beach. Among the masses of dross 
one occasionally finds precious and 
semiprecious stones. Those up-close 
discoveries, however admirable, do 
not alter the overall nature and com- 
position of the beach when viewed 
from afar. And thus it is with the Af- 
rican race in American society and 
culture. 

For those of you who are not fa- 
miliar with the Ruth Sherman saga, 
she is one of those dimwitted, doe 
eyed, white liberal females who actu- 
ally believes all the egalitarian agit- 
prop about the “disadvantaged” and 
“at risk” she’d stupidly and uncritically 
swallowed her entire life. You know 
the kind, the blithering, tear drip- 
ping dolts who float candles on placid 
ools to “save the Earth” — and be- 
eve it. Her first teaching assignment 
was a predominantly black school in 
Brooklyn. On her first attempt to 
worship at the altar of 
multiculturalism by reading Nappy 
Hair to her nappy-haired charges she 
was savaged by the little beasts’ 
nappy-haired parents, was accused of 
“racism,” and even received death 
threats. She whined that she was just 
trying to “raise their self esteem,” was 
hurt, and disappointed and didn’t 
understand what all the shrieking was 
about. Stupid cow. 

The Column 

D ear Larry: I think the teacher 
Ruth Sherman was not 
treated fairly. She is the 
Brooklyn teacher that (sic) read the 
book “Nappy Hair” to her class. It is 
obvious from all the reports she is a 
sensitive person who truly cares about 
all of her students. 

I have seen this book, and it is the 
nicest children’s book I have ever read. 


The parents who protested against 
her were wrong, and all they did was 
lose another good teacher because the 
spineless school board did not stand 
up for what is right. How are we ever 
going to have good relations if we 
can’t even talk about something as 
harmless as hair? //S// Disgusted. 

Dear Disgusted: 

When one is outside 
the race, it is never 
safe to comment upon 
racial characteristics. 

One never knows 
how the group will 
react. Some will 
think it is instructive 
and tasteful, and oth- 
ers will consider it an 
insult. 

Negative reac- 
tions like this are true 
of all groups that 
consider themselves victims. When 
a group achieves higher status, it is 
safer to discuss differences. 

As I have said before, when deal- 
ing with this issue, proceed with the 
caution of a male praying mantis seek- 
ing a mate or else one may lose a (sic) 
head. 

That Sounds Like a Threat 
to Me 

N ote the measured sentiment 
from “Disgusted” in relation 
to Mr. Meeks’ response. As 
I’ve been saying for years, there is no 
value in being polite to the enemy. In 
his weekly column, Mr. Meeks gen- 
erally paints whites with a pretty 
broad brush as “racists,” either overt 
or, more commonly, “subtle.” The 
phrase “subtle racism” is yet another 
thought control device intended to 
reinforce the notion that Negroes are 
“victims” of a civilization they could 
not have created and cannot adapt to, 
and to make whites feel guilty about 
it. Subtle white racism is when Ne- 
groes fail to advance themselves no 
matter how far backwards whites bend 
to accommodate them, or no matter 
how much force is exerted against 
whites to make them accommodate 
them, or how much money is extorted 
from whites by government to finance 
“programs” from which Negroes as a 
whole consistently fail to achieve, as 


Meeks phrases it, “higher status.” 
Negroes believe status is the cause 
of success, a government grant that 
is somehow owed to them, but is be- 
ing constantly sabotaged by an evil 
conspiracy of subtle white racism. The 
fact that status is an effect of compe- 
tence, industriousness, and intelli- 
gence utterly eludes 
them. That should 
come as no surprise, 
given that American 
N egroes did not earn 
their citizenship, it 
was a blanket gov- 
ernment grant to Af- 
rican slave labor. 
Their first unde- 
served welfare hand- 
out. A crude 
assessment, but true. 

Negroes are not 
“victims” of “subtle 
white racism,” whites 
are victims of the N egroes’ very pres- 
ence on this continent. 

Dear Mr. Meeks: 

Y our admonishment, “When 
one is outside of the race, it is 
never safe to comment upon 
racial characteristics,” is nothing less 
than intellectual blackmail. Do you 
seriously demand that Whites cen- 
sor their own words when discussing 
the very real and obvious biological, 
psychological and epistemological 
differences between the races? What’s 
next, official censorship along the 
lines of Canada’s totalitarian “hate” 
speech “law's?” Of course you do, and 
of course it is. 

Only, you forgot to mention the 
inevitable consequence, Thought 
Crime; which is the honest descrip- 
tion of the utterly meaningless phrase 
now in use to control thought, “cre- 
ating a climate. ’’The logical outcome 
of “hate” speech “laws,” and “creating 
a climate” is not only official censor- 
ship — a blatant violation of the un- 
alienable right of freedom of speech 
— but also to make any honest dis- 
cussion of racial differences a politi- 
cal crime. 

Your race’s (historically proven) 
Communist led “civil rights” move- 
ment has already inflicted welfare so- 
cialism (and worse), the negation of 
freedom of association, and the abro- 


She whined that she 
was just trying to “raise 
their self esteem,” 
was hurt, and disap- 
pointed and didn’t un- 
derstand what all the 
shrieking was about. 

Stupid cow. 
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gation of the inviolability of property 
rights, upon America. Don't deny it. 
I remember the signs, “Human rights 
over property rights” during the dem- 
onstrations that preceded the inevi- 
table “non violent” rioting and 
looting that gave that Communist 
bromide expression. 

Lets face it Mr. Meeks. Any open 
and honest discussion of the differ- 
ences between the races puts the Af- 
rican race in a markedly inferior 
position vice Whites and Asians. This 
fact has nothing to do with a lack of 
“equality of opportunity,” or “pov- 
erty,” or any of the other hollow ex- 
cuses for your race's failures and 
behavior problems given by you, or 
your races other spokesmen. The 
simple fact is that genes cannot be 
altered by environment. 

Race is not a “social convention” 
as Communist egalitarians demand 
we believe — at gun point, inciden- 
tally. Race is genetically, not socially 
or environmentally determined. Ge- 
netic predisposition is therefore in- 
herent in each of any race's stock. 
Thus, if the existence of the African 
race is marked by its squalor and “pov- 
erty” and “disadvantage” it is because 
they are genetically, that is biologi- 
cally, psychologically, and epistemo- 
logically, incapable of rising above 
those conditions by their own efforts; 
no matter how enviously they gaze 
upon that which they could not have 
created — indeed, could not have 
even conceived of themselves — while 
a parasitic “equal share” 

Thanks to the Army, IVe traveled 
extensively throughout Africa and 
Haiti. Before I did I was prone to- 
ward egalitarianism, racially anyway, 
myself. I was quickly undeceived. 
Close contact with objective reality 
soon disabused me of any egalitarian 
fantasies regarding the African race, 
and pointedly revealed the deliberate 
lies inherent in the Army's Commu- 
nist inspired equal opportunity brain- 
washing sessions. I am now an 
unrepentant advocate of segregation. 

My advocacy of segregation, both 
societal and within the military, is 
not out of malice. It was arrived at 
through patient study. Study that of- 
ten caused me to reconsider previ- 
ously held beliefs and premises 
inflicted upon me by the unrelenting 
propaganda machinery of your race's 


demanding 
of it. 


Establishment allies. But reality and 
truth cannot be denied merely be- 
cause they contradict our wishes and 
utopian fantasies. When your race 
was rationally segregated from White 
society America was free and prosper- 
ous. When America was segregated 
the genetic predisposition of your 
race to puerile and violent behavior 
was largely confined to your own 
communities, and swiftly dealt with 
when it spilled over _^___ il 
into White commu- 
nities. 

The integration of 
the African race into 
White society has in- 
flicted nothing but 
criminal anarchy, po- 
litical tyranny, and 
the abrogation of in- 
dividual rights upon 
Whites — as your 
race has done in ev- 
ery other White na- 
tion it has infected. 

Integration has not 
advanced the quality — ““ — 
of your race one iota, or your status in 
society, except through blatantly ar- 
tificial constructs like “affirmative ac- 
tion,” which have accomplish 
nothing except to prove that your race 
needs quotas because you are inca- 
pable or succeeding through your own 
efforts, and by your own merits. Blam- 
ing Whites for your race's inherent 
disposition to failure, what you call 
“victimization,” sounds suspiciously 
like a tick cursing a flea collar. 

I admit there are, and have been, 
some remarkable exceptions among 
you. But they only serve to prove the 
rule. Booker T. Washington cau- 
tioned your race to become self-reli- 
ant, to keep to itself, and to embrace 
Western culture and civilization and 
emulate White mores if you were to 
ever become accepted as productive 
members of American society. In- 
stead, your race embraced the Com- 
munist integrationist vitriol of 
W.E.B. Du Bois. Your race has 
thereby demonstrated that it can only 
loot White culture and institutions; 
that your race cannot build, only de- 
stroy. A tour through Africa or Haiti 
is the objective proof. 

My observation is that collectiv- 
ism is inherent in the genetic make- 
up of your race. Booker T. 
Washington was one of your all too 


In short, sir, the inte- 
gration of your race 
into White society has 
visited nothing but 
cultural, economic, 
political and judicial 
vandalism upon 
America. No good has 
come of it. 


rare exceptions. Your race shunned 
his wise message. W.E.B. Du Bois 
was your rule. You embraced his 
Communism. You are, consequently, 
still Africans, still aliens in a culture 
could not create, yet you demand un- 
critical metaphysical- egalitarian def- 
erence from Whites. 

What good has come from inte- 
gration? Your race has devastated our 
cities and riddled our neighborhoods 
_____ with crime and squa- 
lor. Your race has 
eviscerated our 
schools, crippled 
scholastic standards, 
and Africanized our 
children. Your race 
has infected our busi- 
nesses with “affirma- 
tive action” 

incompetents. Your 
race is inherently in- 
capable of governing 
itself, yet you demand 
equal representation 
in our governance. In 
short, sir, the inte- 
gration of your race into White soci- 
ety has visited nothing but cultural, 
economic, political and judicial van- 
dalism upon America. No good has 
come of it. 

You state, “When the group 
achieves higher status, it is safer to 
discuss differences.” First, when you 
say “the group” you mean your race. 
Your dissembling reveals your inher- 
ent dishonesty. Second, the achieve- 
ment you seek is not expected to be 
through the merits and accomplish- 
ments of individuals of your race 
through their own efforts, rather col- 
lectively, by legislative fiat; in other 
words, at the point of government’s 
gun — by totalitarianism. Third, you 
know as well as I that proposed “hate” 
legislation will obviate even the re- 
motest pretense “to discuss differ- 
ences.” This reveals your deepest 
hypocrisy. Finally, your statement, 
“...or else one may lose a [sic] head,” 
is a blatant threat that honest dis- 
cussions about racial differences by 
Whites are expected to be treated as 
political crimes. 

Your race shrieks and screams ev- 
ery time it is criticized. In the face of 
the collectivist destruction and 
criminal havoc your race has wreaked 
upon America your complaints leave 
me cold. The simple fact is that your 
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race does not, nay cannot, tolerate 
honest criticism because honesty 
about your race is its greatest enemy. 

Dr. Huck’s 
Comments 

T he basic, intractable, unmen- 
tionable problem is the over 
lapping bell curves of intelli- 
gence. On average, blacks weigh in 
about one standard deviation below 
whites in intelligence, placing the 
average IQat about 85 instead of 100. 

This does not mean there are no 
smart blacks. It does mean there are 
proportionately very few of them, and 
they tend to be dragged down by the 
great mass of not very swift people 
around them. I saw this in Belize, 
where the small minority of intelli- 
gent and competent blacks (who had 
not taken up politics, that is) were 
constantly leeched upon by extended 
family and neighbors. I am not in the 
least surprised by a “brain drain” of 
intelligent blacks out of Africa. 

The condition of Africa — past, 
present, and foreseeable future — is a 
massive demonstration of the conse- 
quences. Before whites arrived (Ar- 
abs even before Europeans), no wheel, 
no writing, no permanent structures, 
no bridges, no ships braving the sea, 
not even a calendar . But plenty of 
bloodshed, and fairly revolting reli- 
gions centered on such basics as se- 
men and gore. 

No black society has been able to 
maintain a civilization, much less 
develop one. The best that can be 
hoped for is adaptation and even con- 
tribution 1 to somebody else’s. It is not 
a point I would belabor under ordi- 
nary circumstances. But I do not ac- 
cept the deliberate denigration of 
whites and of Western civilization, 
along with the insistence that we dis- 
believe facts and evidence — all of 
which is instigated by white social- 
ists. (I refuse to engage in the mean- 
ingless exercise of distinguishing 
between communists, socialists, and 
liberals.) The socialist line is happily 
picked up by black “leaders” who are 
keen to lead the Parasite Parade. 
Blacks who make sense are treated 
quite badly by both white socialists 
and black “leaders.” 


! Dr. Huck called just as this is- 
sue went to layout and request the 
phrase, “...and even contribu- 
tion...” be added to the original 
sentence. The conversation went 
like this: 

(Puzzled) “Contribution?”, I 
asked. 

“Well,” she said, “we should give 
them some credit.” 

“I..., (flabbergasted) but....” 
“Oh, come on; poor Thomas 
Sowell!” 

“Sue, I’ve looked for their con- 
tributions [to Western civiliza- 
tion], and I can’t find....” 

“Those three words, some stink- 
ing credit, for Christ’s sake.” 
“Okay, (disbelief) all right... 
(typing in, reading back addition) 
you’re in.” 

The Resister’s ladies are a pretty 
feisty crew, but they are always la- 
dies. [SMB] 
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AMERICA’S DEATH 
BY 1,000 CUTS 

by 

Dr. Susan L.M. Huck 


LOBOTOMY 

MILLS 

Two Evenings at the Brain 

Laundry 

Part I: 

“l Choose Not to Read...” 

A white South African profes- 
sor faced the thankless task of 
addressing a group at Wash- 
ington College on SA politics. 
White- ruled was Bad and black- ruled 
was Good, but beyond that the stu- 
dents “hadn’t a clue.” Only one asked 
a question — “What can we Ameri- 
cans learn from the South African 
experience” of moving from white- 
rule to black- rule? 

It was so inane. Like, how can we 
move from first-world to third- world 
status, which is what South Africa is 
doing? The professor couldn’t think 
of a response. 

This college hates it when I ask 
questions. Often, I must sit up front 
so that the audience may notice how 
long my hand has been ignored. But 
in this case, the South African pro- 
fessor had no further questions from 
the uncomprehending, so I was free 
to jab home a few points. 

The SA professor had brought up, 
in a matter-of-fact manner, the ex- 
istence of the South African Com- 
munist Party. As those who know 
anything know, the SACP has always 
run Mandela’s African National 
Congress. Those who know anything 
were not present in this group. 

So I said “You mentioned that the 
SACP was unhappy with the ANC 
and might go it alone. Why would 
they do that? Why would the brain 
separate itself from the body? The 
SACP has no other base than the 
ANC.” (Answer: Well, actually, they 
might not separate.) 


“In 1994, they didn’t count the 
votes, they merely assigned percent- 
ages. Will they count the votes in 
1999?” (Answer: Well, there was a lot 
of disorder in 1994.) 

“I consider the Truth Commission 
to be a sophisticated ______ 

psychological opera- 

tion aimed at destroy- The first Student 
ing the morale of 

whites. What is the query came from a fe 
Truth Commission ma l e air-head. Like 


saying about 

necklacing?” 

I am notorious for 
pressing upon Wash- 
ington College stu- 
dents desperately 
unwanted informa- 
tion. I had prepared 
and distributed a leaf- 
let consisting of two 
pages from the Aida 
Parker Newsletter _____ 
detailing the murder 
of nearly 600 white farmers since 
1994, and two pages of excerpts from 
articles of mine on South African af- 
fairs. One included a lurid descrip- 
tion of necklacing taken directly from 
Newsweek (page 34, June 2, 1986). 
The practice of publicly burning 
people alive in rubber tires was found 
excusable by Newsweek , Tom Brokaw, 
and other American liberals because 
it was such an effective terrorist mea- 
sure. They said so. 

Faced with such information, one 
student handed back the leaflet with 
a haughty “I choose not to read this 
type of thing.” Here was a college suc- 
cess-story, a well- trained liberal al- 
ready adept at self-censorship! 

Part II: 

Fiasco Time! 


beads on a string, she 
emitted every leftist 
cliche she had ever 
heard. Her little 
speech neither called 
for nor received an 
answer. 


T 


he lecture series at Washing- 
ton College probably bot- 
tomed out early in the aca- 


demic year with speakers from 
Castro’s paradise. Posters featured an 
ever-youthful Che Guevara. The del- 
egation consisted of one non-En- 
glish- speaker, who had to be 
translated phrase by phrase, and one 
mumbling defective-English- 
speaker. 

Neither of them ever made sense. 
Doubters are welcome to my copious 
notes. Churned together were frag- 
ments of Commie-speak, lib-speak, 
enviro- speak, and odd strands from 
outer space. There were contempo- 
rary buzzwords like globalization, di- 
________ versity, and 

multiculturalism. 
They disinterred an- 
cient Club of Rome 
gloom- and- doom 
and the hoary 
“North-South” 
cliche, but com- 
pletely overlooked 
“global warming. ” 

N eo-liberalism 
was never explained, 
but Fidel’s phony “re- 
form” of his original 
“land reform” was. 
The spoke of “sus- 
tainable” this and 
__ _____ that. The word “sus- 
tainable” tells us that 
the speaker has picked up verbiage 
from the major American liberal 
foundations. The enviro- moan was 
heard — “when the last grain of corn, 
the last drop of oil... we’re all in the 
same boat, and the boat is sinking.” 

A faculty newcomer took seriously 
the mumbler’s assertion of negative 
global economic growth, bolted over 
to the library, and returned to flaunt 
the latest United Nations figures to 
the contrary. To no effect; our boat 
kept sinking. 

With a wary eye directed at me, 
only “students’ questions” were rec- 
ognized. No problem. I might have 
asked, “What was your point?” at 
which they would have started over. 
The first student query came from a 
female air-head. Like beads on a 
string, she emitted every leftist cliche 
she had ever heard. Her little speech 
neither called for nor received an an- 
swer. She told me later that she had 
been ordered to ask a question by the 
professor of her “immigration class.” 
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Handsome leaflets advertised a 
two-week jaunt to Cuba for only 
$2000, should students want more of 
what they had just experienced. It 
would be led by the College’s veteran 
Sandinista , ProfessorDan Premo. No 
word about handing all of them a cane 
knife so they could participate in the 
sugar zafra. That would have been 
Introduction to Hard Work. 

We had spent the evening awash 
in unrelieved nonsense. The students 
imagined that they had heard some- 
thing of importance. 

The Censorship Award 

T he editor of a student news 
paper rejected a paid ad. He 
then wrote an editorial de- 
nouncing the ad that no one would 
be allowed to see. Any kid can do this. 
Ah, but the kid was Jewish and the 
rejected ad questioned details of the 
Holocaust. The Anti-Defamation 
League felt that this grand and cou- 
rageous performance rated “the Bess 
Myerson Campus Journalism Award 
for demonstrated excellence... in 
commentary in the field of intergroup 
relations.” 

The heading over the university 
article boasting of this fine award 
asked, “How free should the press re- 
ally be?” You can guess, from this 
event, that the answer is “not very.” 

On the Frontiers of 
Education 

M y alma mater, which I am 
nowadays ashamed to 
name, figures that I am old 
enough to Give Generously. There- 
fore, it bombards me with evidence of 
its political correctness. Wouldn’t I 
like to help endow a third Chair of 
Holocaust Studies! (They already 
have two.) 

They recently sent me a publica- 
tion featuring a pair of rather dim- 
looking women. “Awarding Ph.D.s 
to these two women is a wonderful 
achievement,” quoth the Director of 
the Women’s Studies Program. 

The white one wrote a dissertation 
on how she herself, her mother, and 
another woman “find time and space 
for intellectual work in the midst of 
their complex lives.” The woman 
burbled that “the six years I spent in 


the Women’s Studies Program al- 
lowed me to challenge myself intel- 
lectually and creatively in a way that 
went far beyond anything I had done 
before!” 

The black one apparently spent 
only five years in achieving this pin- 
nacle of learning. “She is preparing 
to write a book on black lesbians, her 
particular area of research.” Of course, 
she has a job teaching women’s stud- 
ies somewhere else. Thus do the 
spores fly. 

The Bureaucracy Thrives 


We are grateful to Campus Report, 
a publication of Accuracy in 
Academia, for “outing” Cornell’s 
Professor Ellis Hanson, who claims 
that “the erotic fascination with chil- 
dren is ubiquitous... One could hardly 
read a newspaper or turn on a televi- 
sion without feeling obliged to accept, 
study, and celebrate it.” At least, that’s 
what he thinks he sees everywhere, 
even in the absence of a Calvin Klein 
ad. He finds it his mission in life to 
“undermine preconceived notions 
about what a child is, what sexuality 
is, and what it means to love or desire 
a child.” 


I can recall when a small college 
was run by about four adminis- 
trators and a few secretaries and 
clerks. Now, of course, administrators 
overflow entire build- 
ings. At the Univer- ■ ■ ■ 

sity of Denver, one 
functionary glories in 
the title of Coordi- 
nator of Gay/Les- 
bian/B isexual/ 

Trans-Sexual Ser- 
vices. But this title is 
incomplete, omitting 
as it does the fifth 
fashionable category. 

The title should be 
Coordinator of _____ 
GLBTQ_ Services. 

The (^stands for Questioning, to 
serve those students who can’t decide 
whether they are gay, lesbian, bi, or 
capable of anything. 

Child-Molester Lib 

A ctually, GLBTQmay have to 
be extended to GLBTPQ. 
The latest fad at the “elite” 
universities is providing sage intel- 
lectual underpinnings for pedophiles, 
men-who-love-little-children. (It is 
unclear whether there is a matching 
population of women-who-diddle- 
little-girls, but Title IX of the Civil 
Rights Act may demand that one be 
created.) 

Cornell University’s course is en- 
titled “The Sexual Child.” Students 
read the works of pedophiles who de- 
nounce the notion that any child is 
too young to be, um, interfered with. 
Readings of kiddie-pom include glo- 
rification of children who are “macho 
sluts.” 


Pedophiles are a Vic- 
tim group, “misunder- 
stood and oppressed,” 
and “sex is always po- 
litical,” goes the line 
out of feminist Gayle 
Rubin. 


Pedophiles are a Victim group, 
“misunderstood and oppressed,” and 
“sex is always political,” goes the line 
out of feminist Gayle Rubin. “Like 
the capitalist organi- 
— — zation of labor... the 
modern sexual sys- 
tem has been the ob- 
ject of the politics of 
struggle since it 
emerged and has 
evolved.... Contem- 
porary sexual politics 
should be 

reconceptualized in 
terms of the emer- 
gent ongoing devel- 
opment of this 
system, its social re- 
lations, the ideologies which inter- 
pret it, and its characteristic modes 
of conflict.” Child-molesters are 
“those whose eroticism transgresses 
generational boundaries.” They rep- 
resent “different sexual cultures”; what 
they do is a “unique expression of hu- 
man inventiveness.” 

The University of Southern 
California’s “Gender and Sexuality 
Week” featured “performance artist” 
Annie Sprinkle describing “My 25 
Years as a Multimedia Whore.” Or- 
nament of the USC faculty, Profes- 
sor James Kinkaid, was described as 
“a supporter of sex between children 
and adults, who recently authored 
Erotic Innocence: The Culture of Child 
Molesting, ,” Students could also attend 
a lecture by female-to-male trans- 
sexual Loren Cameron. (But how...?) 

The Queer Coalition’s annual 
HomoHop at Vassar College sent four 
times the usual number of partici- 
pants to the hospital. N o details avail- 
able on the nature of the injuries. 
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Next semester — “Necrophilia: 
The Victimless Crime” 

Yes, invest in America. Send a kid 
to college. 

Columbia University 
Disgraces Itself — Again 

W hat’s new? you might well 
ask. New Yorks Columbia 
University has given free 
rein to its politically- correct radicals 
over the years. In 1968, President 
Grayson Kirk allowed his office to be 
trashed and allowed a dean to be held 
for days against his will. His faculty 
cheerfully assisted in disrupting the 
business of the institution, and joined 
in the usual filthy vandalism. 

This time the President of Co- 
lumbia, George Rupp, smiled indul- 
gently as a rent-a-mob prevented a 
aid-for, scheduled event not to his 
king; he even backed up the mob 
action with his own slimy tricks de- 
signed to keep the money but destroy 
the conference. And he lied about it. 

Rupp loves affirmative action. Ac- 
curacy in Academia, a spin-off of Reed 
Irvine’s Accuracy in Media, had 
rented space at Columbia for a con- 
ference featuring Dinesh d’ Souza and 
Ward Connerly — a brown and a 
black — who could point out the de- 
structive evils of this unconstitu- 
tional system. Rupp liked the color 
of their money, but not the message. 

“As a great center of learning, Co- 
lumbia University prides itself on be- 
ing a community committed to free 
and open discourse and to tolerance 
of differing views,” it says here. Such 
statements are as purely decorative as 
Stalin’s constitution. “Intellectuals” 
screaming obscenities are backed up 
by the university administration. 

Shorter Notes on Public 
Education 

T he nationwide average annual 
per-pupil cost of public edu- 
cation is said to be $6,857. So 
kindergarten plus 12 years is a bit over 
$89,000. Costs in New York City or 
the District of Columbia are very 
much higher, because vast sums are 
routinely lavished on students with 
the least ability or promise. 

During a recent uproar in New 


York, a white teacher earnestly try- 
ing to “raise the self-esteem” of her 
pupils was nearly lynched by “minor- 
ity parents who misinterpreted the 
message. In passing, it was men- 
tioned that only one percent of pupils 
at that school could read at grade level 
or above! 

In nearby Jersey City, NJ, we find 
that unionized teachers earn $57,000 
to $67,000 a year, although their 
“products” can barely read and write, 
never mind the arithmetic. 

Professor Herbert London has 
snooped around the public schools, 
seeking some rational explanation for 
the products arriving at colleges and 
universities. In “the typical day at 
most high schools” he found that only 
about one hour a day is actually de- 
voted to instruction in “science, 
math, history, and language.” (Not 
one hour for each. One hour alto- 
gether .) 

“The rest of the 
time is devoted to pep 
rallies, assembly pro- 
grams, taking atten- 
dance in every class, 
sex ed., drug ed., race 
relations, student 
government, school 
plays, gym, special 
announcements, 
lunch, study periods, 
and extended breaks 
between classes.” 

How Schools Can Look 
Good 

T hat’s easy. Find ways to make 
sure the low- scorers don’t have 
to take the standard tests. The 
National Assessment of Educational 
Progress has often produced embar- 
rassing data. Ah, but those classed as 
“learning- disabled” need not be in- 
cluded. 

Bilingual education programs now 
provide another vast reservoir of stu- 
dents who “should not be” included 
in the testing program. These stu- 
dents are labeled LEPs, meaning 
“limited English proficient.” Bilin- 
gual education is “sold” to the rubes 
as a way of helping non-English- 
speaking students to learn English. 
But that is not now and never was the 
actual goal. At ground level, bilin- 
gual education provides jobs for non- 


English- speaking teachers, while at 
the Ford Foundation level, where 
most of the B alkanizing programs are 
funded, it advances the process of slic- 
ing and dicing the American popula- 
tion into antagonistic ethnic voting 
blocs. 

The Ford Foundation has spent 
more than forty years doing every- 
thing possible to create disunity and 
downgrade the majority of Ameri- 
cans. The Ford Foundation may be 
said to have planted the seeds of the 
“victim industry” which so weakens 
our nation. 

Self-Education 

W hile pondering the condi- 
tion of the children inhab- 
iting the nation’s cam- 
puses, I decided that fury is not quite 
in order. Throughout 
their young lives, 
they have been 
taught that so long as 
they bray the liberal 
party line, all’s well. 
How are they sup- 
posed to know that 
they’re ignorant 
fools? 

How can this be 
first brought to their 
attention and then 
remedied? Brute force would shake 
them up, but it is not the best method 
of enlightenment. On the other 
hand, patient and gentle remediation 
just takes too long. 

So I had an idea. Every time some 
college student uncorks a baseless and 
witless opinion, he or she should be 
locked in a small room with paper and 
pen, and informed that he or she will 
not be allowed to go potty until he or 
she has written at least two pages 
clearly explaining how the opinion 
was reached. (The phrase “1 feel...” 
earns an immediate return to the 
small room.) 

Resentful as they might be of the 
situation, the blank paper will serve 
to emphasize the blankness of mind. 
As biological urgency increases, the 
products of twelve to sixteen years of 
“education” may reach the equally 
uncomfortable realization that they 
have never been expected to acquire 
two facts not spoon-fed to them upon 
which to base an opinion. 


The Ford Foundation 
may be said to have 
planted the seeds of 
the “victim industry” 
which so weakens our 
nation. 
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Should their ‘‘explanations” con- 
sist of a further string ofbaseless opin- 
ions, as is the likely initial outcome, 
the process can continue point by 
point. The desired end result would 
be the lojig overdue realization that 
facts, plus actual, logical thought 
processes based upon them, are the 
necessary forerunners of an opinion 
of any value or worthy of any respect. 

Moving from this initial produc- 
tive insight, the next question would 
be, “What information would you 
need in order to develop an intelli- 
gent opinion on this subject?” Make 
them think about this. Where to find, 
and then how to evaluate informa- 
tion is, of course, one of the things 
they are supposed to teach in college, 
not where to find term papers to pla- 
giarize. 

Once this begins to sink in, that 
victim of “education” may begin to 
resent the scam by which he or she 
has been victimized. 

OUR 

NOMENKLATURA-. 

Political Dynasties 

W e Americans are lumbered 
with an increasing num- 
ber of political dynasties. 
We are all too aware of the Kennedy 
dynasty — generations of them 
spending money to elect themselves 
to public office. Last November, that 
lard bucket, Teddy Kennedy, joined 
another clan politician to deplore 
“hunger” in Boston. Some years ago, 
Teddy waddled into a camp for starv- 
ing Africans, where children looked 
like grotesque black spiders. The 
whole camp could have fed off Teddy 
for a week. 

A Bush Dynasty is into its third 
generation, counting from Grandpa 
Prescott Bush of Connecticut. No 
surprise that we see Texas Governor 
George Bush accompanying his 
daddy to Egypt, from thence to make 
the political pilgrimage to Tel Aviv 
in order to don the yarmulke and in- 
dicate his subservience. 

We haven’t seen a fresh generation 
of Rockefellers yet, after Nelson and 
Winthrop and Jay, but then, the more 
sage members of the dynasty prefer to 


avoid the spotlight. But Indiana is 
spawning a Bayh dynasty. 

And then there’s the Gore dy- 
nasty. A1 Gore’s daddy (finally!) died. 
We should not ever forget that So- 
viet agent Armand 
Hammer, for whom 
the senior Gore 
fronted for so many 
years, paid to have 
Junior grow up in a 
Washington hotel 
and attend the “best” 
private schools. We 
need not be surprised 
that Junior fronts for 
the Red Chinese. 

The only good 
news on this front is 
that pro wrestler Jesse 
“the Body” Ventura 
slammed to the mat Minnesota’s 
wannabe governor, Hubert 
Humphrey III. 

Diane Sawyer as the 
Clintons’ “Junkyard Bitch” 

T he manic James Carville is, of 
course, the epitome of the 
White House “junkyard dog.” 
But Snakehead does tend to cause 
snickering, followed by change of 
channel. Carville has been rabid all 
along on the subject of Kenneth 
Starr, and by no stretch of anyone’s 
imagination could Carville function 
as an interviewer. 

The White House snoops having 
been unable to find any dirt on Starr, 
what to do? That’s easy. Smear him 
for being too clean! Diane Sawyer was 
tapped for the task. She bored in on 
him, establishing that he was a Chris- 
tian and took his religion seriously, 
was never a rotten kid, had never 
cheated on his wife, had novices thus 
far detected, had even “lived in the 
same house for 21 years.” Starr said 
he “revered” the law, believed in such 
a thing as “truth,” and asserted flat- 
out that one must “never, never, 
never” lie under oath. 

On and on it went, with Ms Saw- 
yer suggesting at regular intervals 
that anyone this square is “out of 
touch.” Then, seeking to exploit what 
appeared to be his rather naive hon- 
esty, she invited him repeatedly to 
provide some wedge evidence of his 
own weakness, self-doubt, or flaws in 


his work. Starr did not entirely elude 
the trap, but on the other hand, he 
was not that naive. 

Starr, having had a fresh jolt of 
betrayal out of his “ethics advisor,” 
Sam Dash, who 
planted the knife hilt 
deep between his 
shoulder-blades at 
the opportune mo- 
ment, has been re- 
minded that 

honorable people 
simply place them- 
selves at a potentially 
fatal disadvantage by 
attempting to deal 
honorably with those 
who find honor 
laughable. 

As many of us have 
had sad occasion to discover, honor- 
able dealings can be conducted only 
among honorable people. 

Our Black and Female 
President Clinton 

A gain, thanks to Campus Re- 
port , we learn that columnist 
Suzanne Fields reported on 
an event at New York University to 
protest Clinton’s upcoming impeach- 
ment. “Novelist Mary Gordon, in- 
spired by Toni Morrison’s earlier idea 
that Bill Clinton is our first black 
president (because he behaves like 
black men she knows), suggested that 
we think of him as our first female 
president — because his libidinal 
longings are a catalyst for right-wing 
phobias.” 

Given friends like those, plus the 
lunatic Carville, tho-thweet Barney 
Frank, Pornographer Royal to the 
Establishment Larry Flynt and the 
rest of the Clinton’s freak- show sup- 
porters, a sane society would laugh 
Clinton out of office. 

“But Aside From That...” 

H e didn’t do anything wrong. 
Leon Panetta, testifying on 
behalf of Clinton’s former 
Secretary of Agriculture, said at Mike 
Espy’s trial, “I wasn’t concerned about 
whether it was a criminal violation.... 
I was worried about a conflict of in- 
terest.” 


...honorable people 
simply place them- 
selves at a potentially 
fatal disadvantage by 
attempting to deal 
honorably with those 
who find honor laugh- 
able. 
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Espy was indicted on dozens of 
counts — receiving illegal gratuities 
and favors “for himself, his girlfriend, 
and his family” over the fifteen 
months that the good times rolled, 
“witness tampering, misuse of gov- 
ernment funds, mail and wire fraud, 
failing to disclose his receipt of gifts 
and other favors on public financial 
disclosure forms, lying to federal in- 
vestigators, and crossing state lines 
to commit crimes.” 

The many who bribed Espy were 
convicted, but the black cabinet 
member who received the bribes 
“walked,” acquitted by a Washington 
jury of eleven blacks and one white. 
Espy’s lawyers claimed that Espy 
“never did anything in return for the 
gifts received.” That sounds like an- 
other kind of fraud. 


...HATES US... 


Bianca Jagger Speaks 

T his air head, famous for hav- 
ing married Mick Jagger, of 
fered President Clinton sci- 
entific and foreign policy advice, 
along with good reason to accept it. 
She informed Clinton that, in her 
expert opinion, Hurricane Mitch was 
a result of “global warming,” and that 
sending tons of money to her native 
Nicaragua was both an obligation and 
very smart, the reason being that 
Nicaraguans like herself and her fam- 
ily consistently vote Democratic in 
U.S. elections. 

That’s good enough for Bill. 

Wolves and the Nanny 
State 

P ut a white wig on Secretary of 
the Interior Bruce Babbitt and 
he does looklike Grandma. Put 
the wig on a Mexican wolf, and it does 
look like the one in Little Red Riding 
Hood. What a combination. 

The Feds play Good Cop to the 
ecofreaks’ Bad Cop, but their game is 
the same — to reestablish wolves, 
grizzlies, and other predators where 
humans dare to live. Babbitt’s De- 
partment of the Interior, in its infi- 
nite wisdom, planted its pet wolves 


only seven miles outside of Alpine, 
Arizona, as well as in the Yellowstone 
area. 

“Less than a year after their highly- 
touted reintroduction effort, wolves 
are no longer roaming free in Ari- 
zona.” Six of the eleven are dead, and 
five have been recap- 
tured. Bruce is play- 
ing bridesmaid to two 
males, who have been 
placed in pens to get 
to know their new 
mates. “The other 
three were recaptured 
because of the deaths 
of their mates or be- 
cause fellow pack 
members had left 
them alone.” The 
Feds cannot bear the 
thought of a lonely 
wolf. 

All the wolves’ 
problems are “hu- 
man-caused,” quoth Babbitt’s 
spokeslady, “There are terrorists try- 
ing to sabotage the program. We will 
find them and prosecute them.” 

On the other hand, Yours Truly 
laughed aloud when Babbitt’s bad- 
cop allies, the eco-terrorists, torched 
the Vail ski lodge. There, they were 
stepping on the toes of the Beautiful 
People who ski at Vail. Assaulting the 
lives and livelihoods of Little People 

— farmers, ranchers, loggers, miners 

— is quite acceptable to liberals, who 
just naturally despise productive 
people. The Vail operation was sup- 
posedly on behalf of the lynx, nonex- 
istent in the area now but destined to 
replace ski-runs if Babbitt and the 
ecofreaks can manage it. 

On another front, the plan is to 
round up 150 lynxes in Canada and 
plant them in Colorado. 

The eco-terrorists are also target- 
ing the American F arm Bureau. Quit 
fighting us in court or we’ll blow you 
up and leave your dead bodies around, 
is the message being received at the 
Farm Bureau’s various headquarters. 

Among our readers familiar with 
irregular warfare, do you recognize 
the pairing of aboveground “legal” 
organizations which daintily deny 
any association with the underground 
illegals? 


Food is Bad for You d 

c 

a 

W e knew that. Decades ago, 
just for fun, I once started 
a list entitled (Fill in the 
blank) Causes Cancer. It seems to me 
that beer and clams 
made it onto the list 
before I became 
bored with the 
project. Meat is bad, 
and the Food Police 
are out to make cer- 
tain that meat, if you 
must eat it at all, is 
neither undercooked 
nor overcooked. 

Milk products are 
also under attack. 

The vegans are de- 
termined to get us all 
on tofu, while the 
ecofreaks are deter- 
mined to clear away 
ranches and livestock farms so that 
the land can revert to bush. 

The short rule is, “If it had a 
mother, don’t eat it.” (True!) Some 
cranks now claim that there is arsenic 
in mashed potatoes. Eating peanut- 
butter could kill you, and stop the 
world, lest some delicate soul sniff an 
airline peanut and die. 

To moan, as some columnists 
have, that foundation-sponsored 
cranks “are changing the way we look 
at food” is a bit of a stretch. For the 
most part, the would-be food police 
can still be ignored. Sometimes they 
can even be laughed offstage, which 
is what seems to have happened to the 
great Airline Peanut Ban. 

Yet you can’t dismiss this nonsense 
just because it cannot be imposed 
now. Enthusiastic food-police point 
out that ten years ago the successful 
assault on the tobacco industry would 
have been considered unthinkable. 
Thus, there can be a Sin Tax on food 
in your future. Talking to each other, 
the Food Police regard their dreams 
as attainable. 

By that time, us dissidents will 
probably be in the camps, unable to 
recommend alternatives to those who 
sucked their thumbs in front of the 
boob tube while it crept up on them. 

In Comrade Mao’s paradise, the au- 
thorities were handing out recipes for 
pumpkin-leaf soup as scrawny citizens 
performed calisthenics in the frosty 


By that time, us dissi- 
dents will probably be 
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dawn, paced by music from the tinny 
communal loudspeaker. It won’t be 
anything new. 

Why Haven’t They 
Thought of This Before? 

O pen your newspaper, and 
there is whining and gnash- 
ing of teeth about the late 
Tyrone Gilliam, executed in 1998 for 
a 1985 robbery and murder. Gilliam’s 
“supporters” sniffle that “he never had 
a fair trial or a fighting chance to ap- 
peal,” although the 13 -year delay was 
due to “sixteen reviews by state and 
federal courts.” In the final week, 
“judges in four courts refused to hear” 
yet another round of appeals. There 
is further keening over the Maryland 
death-row inmate “whose case is far- 
thest along.” Eugene Colvin stabbed 
a woman 28 times — back in 1980! 
These people clogged the system for 
thirteen and eighteen years, respec- 
tively. 

Executions by lethal injection are 
essentially the same as Kevorkian’s 
method. Where could a more experi- 
enced executioner be found? He’s even 
cheap . Jack the Dripper loves killing 
people, and he never seems to attract 
the candleHght- vigil crowd. He could 
clear out the nation’s death rows in 
no time. 

The ACLU Strikes Again 

Y ou can’t have a “Bible Week”! 
The American Civil Liberties 
Committee declares it a 
threat to the very fabric of society. 
“Bible Week” is just another of the 
hundreds of meaningless “declara- 
tions” that governors issue, and this 
one entails no ceremonies and no 
public expense. 

But just calling attention to the 
Bible is so atrocious! One waits in vain 
for the ACLU to protest the high 
holidays of the liberal- socialist- com- 
munist religion, such as Earth Day/ 
Lenin’s Birthday, or May Day. 

Only the Best for Our 
Druggies 

N eedle “exchange resumed in 
D.C.,” it says in the Wash 
ington Times of December 


3, 1998. “If we don’t get backout there 
[with free clean needles], they are 
oing to get back to the high risk be- 
avior such as shar- 
ing needles,” quoth a 
paid “program man- 
ager. ” The nannies go 
out to locations 
“known to police as 
centers of drug activ- 
ity” (but evidently ig- 
nored by police) in 
order to urge hy- 
gienic practices upon 
these worthless 
people. Otherwise 
they might infect each other and die. 

The federal government alone 
poured $46 million, in 1998, on the 
“estimated 350,000 Washington area 
residents with serious drug prob- 
lems.” That 350,000 has to be a sub- 
stantial percentage of whatever base 
population they are talking about. It 
couldn’t be only the District, because 
that would mean that over half the 
population of D.C . had “a serious drug 
problem.” 

In January, President Clinton 
asked for $2 15 million just for the ad- 
dicts in the prison system! 

"Ignorance of the Law...” 

I s “no excuse,” is the rule employed 
to terrorize lowly citizens. But ig- 
norance of the law, if you are a 
lawyer and a ranking politician is dif- 
ferent. So went Attorney General 
Janet Reno’s so-called reasoning 
when she refused to allow investiga- 
tion of massive and obvious violations 
of election and campaign- finance 
laws during the Year of the Rat, 1996, 
when Red Chinese money gushed in 
to fuel the Democratic Party’s cam- 
paign. 

“I find clear and convincing evi- 
dence of a lack of knowing and willful 
criminal intent,” quoth Miss Reno. 
Translation: Nobody shoved under 
my nose signed statements by Bill 
Clinton and A1 Gore, both lawyers, 
stating their intention to violate the 
law. Reno is not saying, you will no- 
tice, that they didn’t violate the law. 

Congressman Dan Burton (R- 
IN) and Senator Fred Thompson (R- 
TN), who had dug deeply into these 
matters, found Reno’s pitiful cop-out 


disgusting. We await their actions in 
the next Congress, if Republicans can 
gird their loins for any kind of com- 
bat. Senator Orrin 
Hatch (RUT), 
merely whined that 
Reno had “failed to 
address the issue.” 
We may have to 
are game wa it a ta( j longer for 
outgoing Senator 
John Glenn (D- 
OH), the gutsy as- 
tronaut, to confess in 
his memoirs how he 
bought himself that 
final ride in space by obstructing the 
Thompson investigation — carrying 
water for our disgraceful president. 

...WITH A 
PASSION 

That Tobacco Settlement 

T he loot! My God, the loot! A 
Maryland lawyer, Peter 
Angelos, is down for one bil- 
lion dollars, should he live the twenty- 
fiveyears required to receive it. 

That’s his share of the Big Tobacco 
payoff to the Maryland state govern- 
ment. But hey, forty million a year 
for life is not too shabby either. 

Needless to say, within the week a 
huge boost in cigarette prices was 
announced, so it’s the smokers who 
will pay for the legal shakedown. It 
could be worse. It could be all of us. 


Guns Next 

A ttacking gun manufacturers 
instead of criminals — why 
not? We’re talking extortion, 
not logic. The gun-grabbers are game 
for any tactic which will disarm the 
law-abiding. 

And so we find that politicians 
presiding over the “underclass” in the 
“inner cities” are taking a leaf from 
the precedent-setting “tobacco 
settlement” in hopes of sandbagging 
another industry. They are always 
looking for another deep pocket to 
loot. 


Were talking extor- 
tion, not logic. The 
gun-grabbers 
for any tactic which 
will disarm the law- 
abiding. 
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Mystery Comment 

e’ll never know whether 
Bradford Metcalf did in 
deed “plot to blow up an 
IRS office and a TV station, and 
threaten to kill federal officials,” or 
whether the Feds merely succeeded 
in claiming so. The mystery comment 
appeared at the end of the tiny news 
squib in the Washington Times for 
November 19, 1998. “The charges 
stem from a raid at Metcalf’s house 
where authorities seized thousands of 
rounds of ammunition and loaded 
weapons.” 

There is nothing illegal about hav- 
ing thousands of rounds of ammuni- 
tion and loaded weapons in your 
home. Not yet. 

“My Rotten Kid...” 

T hat’s the line you are profes 
sionally advised to take, when 
the soccer-moms begin work- 
ing for the ATF and snitching off 
their neighbors. 

There was a lengthy segment on 
Good Morning America about the 
terrible danger of guns in homes. 
“Forty percent” of homes, you see, 
contain “65 million handguns,” and 
every now and again some undisci- 
plined and/ or uneducated little beast 
does something dumb with one, with 
unfortunate results. 

The happens very, very seldom, in 
view of those tens of millions of homes 
and handguns. But we know that the 
gun-grabbers are not unduly per- 
turbed about the occasional accident. 
They have larger fish to fry. How are 
they going to locate those 65 million 
handguns? How about encouraging 
neighbors to spy on each other? 
Other governments do that all the 
time. 

Still, if you ask your neighbor flat 
out, “Do you have a handgun?” If so, 
“Where exactly do you keep it?” they 
might give you a nasty look and clam 
up. Oh, but just like Hillary, you’re 
only worried about “the chil-dwen.” 
“How do you initiate this conver- 
sation?” asked Good Morning 
America. Well, you lay it on your own 
kid. “I’m so worried about my child 
playing at your house. My child is so 
terribly curious, you see. My brat 


might rummage through your per- 
sonal possessions, no matter how well 
concealed. If my brat gets hold of a 
gun, well of course my brat grew up in 
a gun -free home and has no clue about 
guns, so my brat might very well be- 
have childishly with it. So that’s why 
I want to know all about your gun and 
where you keep it.” 

Next possible paragraph. “Well, if 
you won’t talk to me about this safety 
issue, I’m afraid I cannot permit my 
brat to play at your house.” 

Censure, “Then and Now” 

W e were informed that our 
errant Chief Executive 
might “accept” a scolding 
for criminal behavior as an alterna- 
tive to being turned out of office in 
disgrace and left wide open to crimi- 
nal prosecution. Well, columnist 
Chris Matthews told 
us (Washington 
Tunes, N ovember 24, 

1998) what was in- 
volved in the “cen- 
sure” of Senator 
Joseph McCarthy of 
Wisconsin back in 
1954. McCarthy’s 
“crime” was in charg- 
ing that several hun- 
dred Stalinist spies 
were embedded in the 
federal government. 

Now, fifty years later, we are al- 
lowed to discover officially that hun- 
dreds of Stalinist spies did indeed 
infest the federal government — and 
this is only the number of active 
agents mentioned in coded messages 
to and from Moscow revealed in the 
Venona intercepts. But fifty years ago, 
such a revelation would have sullied 
the good name of Franklin D. 
Roosevelt and his successors, and 
even harmed the reputation of the 
Eisenhower administration which 
had done next to nothing about ex- 
posing and removing these enemy 
agents. 

What to do? The answer was to 
destroy “the messenger,” Senator 
McCarthy. The Senate dutifully 
trashed McCarthy with “censure” in 
1954. It did not ask him what rebuke 
he would “accept,” and censure was 
just the beginning of his pu nishment. 


As Matthews gleefully points out, 
“Whenever Senator McCarthy rose 
to speak, other senators cleared the 
chamber. When he sat down to join 
them at lunch, the table emptied. 
When Eisenhower dropped the rank- 
ing Wisconsin senator from a White 
House dinner, the shunning became 
official. Even McCarthy’s candidate 
for local postmaster... was black- 
balled. Reporters stopped covering 
what he said... When a reporter filed 
a story on him, the editors gave it a 
burialjob.” 

Matthews smirks, “The man who 
had tainted scores of reputations now 
saw his own erased altogether.” Even 
though a few liberals grump that 
McCarthy was “more right than 
wrong,” they are not about to decom- 
mission “McCarthyism” from their 
cussing vocabulary. It still works on 
the ignorant. 

Matthews then mentions a few re- 
cent censures. 
Democratic Con- 
gressman Gerry 
Studds was censured 
for “seducing a 17- 
year- old male page,” 
and Republican 
Congressman Dan 
Crane was censured 
for “a liaison with a 
female page.” Studds 
expressed his own 
contempt for the 
censure proceedings 
with a proper snit, turning his back 
on Congressional scolds. In the end, 
the 

Republican heterosexual was de- 
stroyed, the Democratic faggot be- 
came chairman of a major committee. 

Of course, Bill Clinton has known 
that from the beginning that censure 
means something only if you let it 
bother you. If his mommy ever did 
scold him, he just knew she didn’t 
mean it. And as a shameless indi- 
vidual, he is totally immune to em- 
barrassment or humiliation. 

Can anyone even imagine a “cen- 
sure” of President Clinton causing 
members of both houses of Congress 
to walk out when Clinton rises to give 
his State of the Union message? 



How are they going to 
locate those 65 million 
handguns? How about 
encouraging neighbors 
to spy on each other? 
Other governments do 
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THE 

SCHLOCKMEKIERSl. 

Greed, Inc.: The 
Holocaust as a Growth 
Industry 

C harles Krauthammer can say 
it — he’s Jewish. “Today, the 
only thing certain to come out 
of this grotesque scramble for money 
is a revival of Shylockian stereotypes. ” 
Ah, but did Shakespeare conjure 
Shylockfrom a diseased imagination, 
or did he recognize an unfortunate 
personality type? I have respected 
Krauthammer as an intelligent, 
thoughtful man, not inevitably pre- 
dictable on the subject of Israel and 
that priceless Jewish possession, the 
Holocaust. He has a sense of dignity, 
and is therefore appalled by the spec- 
tacle which has erupted. Led by 
Undersecretary of State Stuart 
Eizenstat — paid by “us” but work- 
ing strictly for his tribe — a vast in- 
ternational conference was held in 
December to map out an extortion 
program which they hope will bring 
in “$90 to $140 billion” from non- 
Jews all over Europe and elsewhere. 

“It all started,” Krauthammer 
states somewhat erroneously, “with 
the $1.25 billion that the Swiss banks 
paid in settlement of Holocaust 
claims. That opened the floodgates.” 
Krauthammer knows who “will ben- 
efit from this money transfer... law- 
yers and community bureaucrats.” By 
“community bureaucrats” he means 
officials of the many organizations 
within the Jewish “community,” not 
least of which is the World Jewish 
Congress headed by Edgar 
Bronfman, “Mister Seagram’s Dis- 
tilleries.” Bronfman boasted to a re- 
porter for Vanity Fair of having told 
the Pope to “get those damned nuns” 
away from Auschwitz. It is people like 
Bronfman who expect to wallow in 
untold billions by repealing World 
War II — but only for Jews. 

Krauthammer views the unseemly 
spectacle clearly enough. Speaking of 
the hordes of Jewish lawyers clamor- 
ing to cash in on this easy action, he 
comments, “Contingency fees? 
Class- action suits? Fishing for aged 
Jews from whom they can make a kill- 


ing? The lawyers crisscross Europe in 
search of ever richer settlements to 
extract from any institution — and 
oh, there are many — with a tainted 
World War II past. Is this what the 
Holocaust has come to? A shakedown 
of Swiss banks, Austrian industry, 
German auto makers — the list grows 
daily — that recalls the worst of ra- 
cial hustling and class- action oppor- 
tunism in the United States?” 

Our newspapers credulously tell us 
that “a million Jews died under forced 
labor” in factories during World War 
II. That’s a new one. 

A freshly- conjured 


news 


We owe to Patrick Buchanan the 
that non-Jewish whites are 
grossly underrepresented. It was dis- 
covered that between a quarter and a 
third of students at Harvard are Jew- 
ish, about 20% are Asian, and then, 
whether qualified or not, another 20% 
of spaces are reserved for a quota of 
blacks and Hispanics. These leaves 
maybe a quarter of spaces for mem- 
bers of the vast majority of the Ameri- 
can population who are non-Jewish 
whites. 

Elliot Abrams, ajew who once lost 
patience with the 
permanent Jewish 
anti- 

Semitism,” noted 


million victims pre- Why do we Americans whine about “ 

sumably brings the J bemitism, n 

total to seven mil- allow Ollf OWT1 govern- aloud that the presi- 

ment to be used — of- dents of virtuall y M 


lion, right? Right, or 
you’re “a Holocaust 
denier.” And so gov- 
ernments, banks, in- 
surance companies, 
industries, libraries, 
museums, buildings, 
all await looting. 

Yes, even buildings — if a building in 
Europe was owned by a Jew sixty years 
ago, it should be given to the Jews 
today. The only scam I rather enjoy is 
the one about recovering “stolen art.” 
Much of the “art” in question is of 
the “modern” variety and thus a scam 
from the moment paint first hit can- 
vas. The people who collect it deserve 
to be plucked. 

It must be granted that “it takes 
two to tango,” and non-Jews have 
been so unbelievably submissive to the 
looting as to invite this “grotesque 
scrambling for money.” Why does a 
German government pay billions, 
generation after generation? Why do 
we Americans allow our own govern- 
ment to be used — officially and 
openly — by Jews to extort money for 
Jews? Without the U.S. government 
as the Mafia- style “enforcer,” the ex- 
tortion would not succeed. 


Non-Jewish Whites Need 
Not Apply... 

T o Harvard University, or sis- 
ter Ivy League institutions, 
since they ail ape each other 
on admission criteria. Recently ex- 
posed, too, was the Ivy League pric- 
ing cartel. Only fools pay “list price” 
tuition, and guess who the fools are? 


ficially and openly — 
by Tews to extort 
money for Jews? 


Ivy League universi- 
ties are Jewish. Just 
think what progress 
that represents, he 
said. In the bad old 
days, quotas limited 
Jews to their percent- 
age of the population. 

Abrams didn’t follow through, but 
we will. Now that they are in charge, 
they can discriminate like mad against 
non-Jewish whites. They can soak up 
positions at ten times their percent- 
age of the population. They can then 
decide on their own quotas of non- 
whites. Leftover places can be tossed 
to representatives of the majority. 

Why not? The non-Jewish white 
majority is either too dumb to notice 
or too gutless to object. And how long 
will non-Jewish whites remain a ma- 
jority in their own country? Presi- 
dent Clinton cheerily announces to 
graduating classes across the country 
that soon whites will be just another 
“minority” among the great seething 
Balkanized mass of warring tribes in 
our once-great nation, and won’t that 
be fine? As graduates of American 
brain laundries, haven’t you been 
trained to see how fine that will be? 
(Duh, yeah, I guess, nod members of 
our moronic majority.) 

The “Hate Crimes” Debate 

L awyer Bruce Fein is quite able 
to argue any side of any legal 
question. He has done so with 
regard to “hate crimes.” Insightmayzpr 
zine (23 Nov. 1998) published pro- 
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and-con arguments on whether we 
need “a federal hate-crime law.” Fein 
argued against it, on grounds we shall 
examine, but his adversary, Brian 
Levin, quoted Fein as favoring such 
laws in 1992. 

Levin is “Director of the Center 
on Hate and Extremism,” another 
outfit which brands opinions it dis- 
approves of as hate and extremism, 
and resistance to brainwashing as 
“subtle bigotry.” Any of the above is 
“more harmful” than an ordinary 
crime. 

A new federal law would ensure 
that an acquittal in a state court could 
be reversed by a federal hate- crime 
prosecution. This is a form of double- 
jeopardy, which is unconstitutional, 
but it worked well when a California 
jury failed to convict the police offic- 
ers for subduing Rodney King, and 
President Bush personally ordered a 
federal trial which would produce the 
conviction which would mollify those 
threatening to trash Los Angeles yet 
again. 

Lawyer Fein, taking the defense 
lawyer’s view, is suddenly fearful of 
“community passions and media 
frenzy.” He notes that “accusation of 
a hate crime is akin to an indictment 
for crucifying Christ.” (Normally, 
Jews avoid mention of the Crucifix- 
ion.) 

“Even to be tarred with politically 
incorrect remarks... is to become a 
virtual pariah. A mob-like atmo- 
sphere instantly surrounds the defen- 
dant. An acquittal would be a blot on 
the nation’s human-rights escutch- 
eon. Facts are subordinated to poli- 
tics and pound- of- flesh animosities... 
the probability of injustice leaps.” 

Hey, that s thepurp ose of hate-crime 
legislation! Fein and Levin and their 
kinfolk invent the laws and produce 
the media frenzy. The media expertly 
“inflamed passions” with carefully 
edited videotape. 

Objections to abortion or the gay 
agenda are already dubbed “hate 
speech,” and the next obvious step is 
to “criminalize” speech and opinions. 
In nearby Canada, Jewish groups are 
able to send people to prison for say- 
ing things they don’t like. 

And truth, by the way, is no de- 
fense. 


...AND THEIR 
SCHLIMAZELS 

Wearing the Yarmulke 

E very American politician 
seems to find it necessary to 
be photographed wearing a 
Jewish yarmulke as a sign of submis- 
sion. Presidential 
hopeful Governor 
George W. Bush is 
no exception. But 
Jewish columnist 
Morton Kondracke 
laid down warnings 
to young Bush in the 
N ovember 29 issue of 
the Washington 
Times. Bush’s trip to 
Tel Aviv was all very 
well, but “he’d have to 
change his name to 
ever be fully trusted” 
by Jews, because his 
father, former Presi- 
dent George Bush, 
was “suspected by 
many Jews of having a deep-seated 
hostility to Israel after [he] threat- 
ened to hold up loan guarantees.” 
^Loan guarantees mean that if Israel 
doesn’t pay a debt, the American tax- 
payers will pay it for them.) 

The ever-watchful Jews, 
Kondracke noted, had received re- 
ports that President Bush, back in 
1994, probably while talking to those 
awful Christian rightists, had said 
something about acceptance of Jesus 
Christ. The mere report earned the 
President of the United States a stern 
talking-to from Abe Foxman, head 
of the Anti-Defamation League. 
Foxman later told Kondracke that 
“I’m convinced that [Bush] regrets 
it. . . Whatever his personal beliefs, he 
understands that they do not belong 
in the realm of political life.” 

On the other hand, Kondracke 
notes that “the intuitive position of 
the [Jewish] community is that the 
sins of the father are visited on the 
son.” (That one sounds Biblical to 
me....) 

Anyway, if that Bush kid wants to 
be president of the United States, 
Foxman and Company will determine 
his acceptability. Kondracke has an- 


nounced that the tribe is closely 
monitoring young Bush’s finances, 
his speeches and his travels. “As Mr. 
Foxman put it, 'Supporters of Israel 
will look closely at who the team is 
that he relies on.’” Foxman appoin- 
tees would be best. 

Foxman’s tribal Gestapo views 
with vast satisfaction the Clinton 
administration, which surrenders 
policy to layer upon layer of tribes- 
men appointed to government posi- 
tions. They are paid 
by the taxpayers and 
allowed to use the 
power of the United 
States government 
for tribal purposes, 
such as pressuring 
other people’s gov- 
ernments to submit 
to the massive inter- 
national looting 
program of the Ho- 
locaust Industry (see 
Greed, Inc.). 

Why don’t we lay 
on them the burden of 
proving that they 
work for the Ameri- 
can people, not their 
tribe and a foreign government? 

Sucked in Deeper 

T he “Wye agreements” of late 
October had slipped a lot of 
gears even by November, and 
little can be expected of the latest 
chapter in this half-century old “peace 
process.” 

An actual map of West Bank ter- 
ritorial division is laughable. The 
Palestinians are isolated in penny- 
packet bits of turf divided by giant 
highways patrolled by the Israeli army 
and observed from newly- sprouted 
Jewish “settlements” on every hilltop. 
Israeli Prime Minister Netanyahu 
knows that he can do as he pleases, 
confident in his control of the U.S. 
government and his permanent, 
large-bore siphon into the U.S. Trea- 
sury. 

So “we,” being stupid enough to 
put up with it, will pay for whatever 
came out of Wye. That’s over and 
above half a century of payments to 
Israel, and lesser amounts for a lesser 
time to Yasir Arafat, as long as he does 
as he’s told, and long-standing sub- 


Hey, that’s the purpose 
of hate-crime legisla- 
tion! Fein and Levin 
and their kinfolk in- 
vent the laws and pro- 
duce the media frenzy. 
The media expertly 
“inflamed passions” 
with carefully edited 
videotape. 
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sidies to IsraeFs neighbors, Egypt and 
Jordan. 

It isn't enough that Arafat is told 
to arrest the people on Israel's list, lest 
his allowance be cut. The latest 
wrinkle is that, under the Wye agree- 
ment, the Central Intelligence 
Agency is tasked to assure that indi- 
vidual Arabs targeted by Israel are 
imprisoned by Arafat — and stay im- 
prisoned. Must the CLA check their 
cells? Well, how else would you do it? 
So CIA officers become jailers for Is- 
rael. 

More recently, the world is sup- 
posed to be distressed by the beating 
of an Israeli soldier at the hands of 
Arab civilians. That a soldier of the 
occupying army is beaten by unarmed 
civilians does not seem either unusual 
or particularly outrageous, but now, 
if those kids are caught, Israel will 
declare that they “have blood on their 
hands" and demand that the Central 
Intelligence Agency certify and en- 
sure their imprisonment. 

Will Clinton Spring 
Pollard? 

A fter Clinton promised 
Netanyahu to “review the 
case" for the fourth time, will 
our President wave his magic wand 
and send the spy to Israel? Jonathan 
Pollard shoveled literally a roomful of 
choice secret documents to Israel, 
“sources and methods" be hanged. Is- 
rael then shopped what it could to 
Russia and China. 

Pollard considered American citi- 
zenship and an American position of 
trust as the “open sesame” to the in- 
telligence treasure-house for the ben- 
efit of his tribe in Israel. Thinking it 
might grease his release, Israel has 
declared him an Israeli citizen. 

Samuel Sheinbein, a punk mur- 
derer who is an American citizen, 
scooted to Israel over a year ago. There 
is endless stroking of beards over 
whether this Jew can be deemed to be 
an Israeli citizen. As one letter- writer 
to the Washington Times noted, “Is 
Israel saying to the world that Israeli 
citizenship provides freedom from 
anything but Israeli justice?” Hmm. 

A fourth review of Pollard’s case will 
be purely political, since there is no 
new legal ground to cover. Now, Red 
Chinese money sometimes paid off in 
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overnight results from President 
Clinton and his executive branch. 
These episodes may offer the Israelis 
a fresh due to the going rates. 

FAIRYMERICA 

Plain Speech into “Hate 
Speech” into “Hate Crime” 

T he propagandists never rest. 
Any event which can be 
pounced upon, will be 
pounced upon. When a sniper took 
out an abortionist (who had taken out 
God only knows how many babies), 
any and all pro-life and pro-family 
groups were tarred with liberal accu- 
sations of complicity. The obvious aim 
is to demonize and suppress politi- 
cally- incorrect views, 
which by now include 
almost any expression 
of traditional moral- 
ity, values, or beliefs. 

It has never been 
clear why the asser- 
tion made by some 
that homosexuals can 
change caused such 
hysterical screeching 
among gays. You'd 
think they were 
scared to death that it 
could be true. The 
party line, developed 
“overnight,” was that this was yet an- 
other manifestation of homophobia, 
gay-bashing, and “hate.” So when 
two punks robbed and killed a queer, 
this instantly stood for our collective 
guilt, the “constant degrading of ho- 
mosexuals exacting its toll in blood.” 
(What constant degrading? We see 
nothing but glorification of them by 
the Establishment media.) 

At my local brain laundry there 
were complaints about the saturation 
of campus e-mail with inane an- 
nouncements. It was suggested that 
“blitz- mail” be confined to really vi- 
tal news like the outbreak of war, or 
the killing of a queer. The sense of 
proportion tells you something right 
there. Using e-mail to bring news of 
war was justified because so few stu- 
dents read the papers! 


To Out or Not To Out 

I t's a dilemma faced in America, 
too. “Outing” homosexuals is a 
political matter on both sides of 
the water. But everything depends 
upon who is exposing whom, and for 
what purpose. Is Britain being run by 
a “gay Mafia?” asked one London pa- 
per, after eight of Prime Minister 
Tony Blair's “closest advisors” had 
been exposed. You'd think the Brit- 
ish would have had enough of that, 
recalling the enormous damage 
wrought by the Cambridge queers 
who became Stalin’s spy cabal. 

“War on the Boy Scouts” 

T he Capital Research Center 
(good outfit — 1513 16th St. 
NW, Washington DC 
20036-1401), pro- 
duced an 8-page re- 
port with the above 
title. It is highly rec- 
ommended to any 
with fond memories 
of the Boy Scouts. If 
the liberals win, 
there will be no more 
such fond memories. 

As usual, the as- 
sault is conducted by 
the American (ha- 
ha) Civil Liberties 
(ha-ha) Union, 
searching out judges 
who will buy its specious arguments. 
In order to “eradicate the cancer of 
discrimination,” New Jersey judge 
James Havey asserted that the Scouts 
are a “place.” 

The ACLU objective is to deny 
freedom of association. The conten- 
tion is that the Boy Scouts are not a 
private organization, but a “public 
accommodation” like a bus station. 
This is a stretch, but there are judges 
willing to play the game. On other 
fronts, the ACLU works to discour- 
age or deny funding to the Scouts, to 
prevent cooperation with them, to 
block sponsorship by policemen or 
firemen, or any government- related 
group, and to deny the Scouts access 
as a group to a ny government- owned 
location, from local schools and pub- 
lic buildings to National Parks and 
even Washington's National Zoo. 
The most common sticking- 


The obvious aim is to 
demonize and sup- 
press politically-incor- 
rect views, which by 
now include almost 
any expression of tra- 
ditional morality, val- 
ues, or beliefs. 
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points currently relate to homosexu- 
ality and belief in God. The ACLU 
demands that queers be welcomed and 
admitted to leadership positions. This 
effort is spearheaded by the ACLU's 
special Gay and Lesbian Rights 
Project. As for a belief in God, fol- 
lowing considerable arm-twisting, 
almost any god will now do, but that's 
not good enough for the atheists. 


THE MONEY 
POLICE 


Kiss Privacy Good Bye 

I n totalitarian countries, the con- 
cept of privacy, the notion that 
the individual need not stand 
naked before the government, is es- 
sentially absent. In the New World 
Order being constructed, we may as- 
sume that our own notions of privacy 
are in for massive revision. 

Our own and allied spy agencies 
freely listen in on any electronic 
transmissions they please, unhin- 
dered by such quaint notions as pri- 
vacy or the Fourth Amendment. 
Utter a “dictionary” keyword, and 
ECHELON will record you. Your 
only hope is that there aren't enough 
snoops to listen to you in “real time.” 
Private investigators like Terry 
Lenzner, who works privately for the 
Clintons and has all the money he 
needs, can winkle up your credit card 
records, telephone records, health- 
care records, police records, legal 
records, service records, tax records 
— on and on. 

You have no privacy if well heeled 
folks are on your case. The govern- 
ment is supposed to respect your pri- 
vacy, but the government is, ah, 
untrustworthy in this matter. 

Look at the new “instant check” 
system re: firearms purchases. Con- 
gress repeatedly writes into the law 
that the Feds are not to keep lists of 
law-abiding gun owners, and time 
again the law is defied. 

Gun purchase information which, 
bylaw, should vanish the moment the 
“check” has been completed is now to 
be kept for six months, twelve 
months, eighteen months, possibly 
forever, and the law be damned. Reg- 


istration, followed by confiscation, is 
the Establishment objective. 

Banks are provided with forms en- 
titled Suspicious Activity Reports, 
and instructed to report anyone who 
seems to be using too much cash. This 
places bank officers in the position of 
unpaid cops. (Question: Are they in 
trouble if they don't act as unpaid 
cops?) 

It began years ago with passage of 
the federal Bank Privacy Act, the 
purpose of which was to remove the 
customer’s right to _____ ____ 

privacy. Banks were 
required to report all 
cash transactions of 
$10,000 or more. 

Such transactions are 
neither criminal nor 
unusual, and the 
Treasury has been 
drowning in about 
twelve million such 
reports annually. 

Nonetheless, any 
attempt to evade this 
snooping by con- 
ducting business in 
increments of $9,500 

is a crime called _ 

“structuring.” (Bet 
you never heard of that one.) Should 
you activate the federal radar, they 
can find out everything about you, and 
spread the net to cover everyone 
whose name and/or tax- slave num- 
ber ever turned up in connection with 
your own. 

The FinCEN snoop system is 
linked by “secure” systems to coun- 
terparts worldwide. It has been used 
to assist Jewish groups in locating 
targets for extortion, and we may as- 
sume it is diligently tracking down 
Osama Ben Laden's assets. But what 
is it doing about the tens of billions 
of dollars extracted from the hides of 
Western taxpayers and passed along, 
by our government and the Interna- 
tional Monetary Fund, to the crimi- 
nal thugs running the former Soviet 
Union?The IMFprotests that it just 
doesn't know where the money 
goes.... 

That's unlikely. The thing is, 
mega-thieves merge easily into the 
world ruling class. 


Best Quote of the Year 

“The Communist Party of the 
Soviet Union got rich at its own fu- 
neral.” 


T! 


Should you activate 
the federal radar, they 
can find out everything 
about you, and spread 
the net to cover every- 
one whose name and/ 
or tax-slave number 
ever turned up in con- 
nection with your 


own. 


his is the pithy home truth 
about the “demise of Commu- 
nism” and the “privatization” 
program in the “former” Soviet 
Union. No half-century de-Commu- 
nization program. No hanging of 
mass murderers, no 
tracking down of 
doddering old gulag 
guards in the year 
2040. All is forgiven. 
The “former” Reds 
can drop all that 
nonsense about 
working for “the 
people,” and be 
merged into the rul- 
ing class of the New 
World Order. 

Viktor 
Chernomyrdon be- 
came a billionaire by 
taking over for him- 

self the Communist 

natural-gas mo- 
nopoly Sovgazprom. And what fun, 
being a banker! The American Trea- 
sury sends you planeloads of good 
hundred- dollar bills; you can do as 
you please with those and print your 
own hot paper to drop on the peas- 
ants. 


POLITICALLY 

INCORRECT 

SUSPECTS 


Demonization 


W S; 


‘painting a different 
picture of him,” said the 
FBI spokesman as he laid 
on Eric Rudolph the worst spin the 
Bureau could think of. Rudolph, as 
readers know, is that most politically- 
incorrect abortion-bomber suspect; 
he is doubtless most unpopular with 
the Feds because the hunt for him in- 
volved months of tramping fruitlessly 
through the wilds of the southern 
Appalachian Mountains. That's 
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Rudolph's turf. The FBI prefers cit- 
ies. 

u Pro-lifer called material witness” 
says the headline. Without evidence, 
the police can't quite say James Kopp 
is a “suspect” in the sniper shooting 
of “abortion provider” Barnett Slepian 
as he returned from the synagogue. 
However, Morris Dees and his 
Southern Poverty Law Center, a front 
for the Anti-Defamation League, 
has been watching him since he was 
arrested in an antiabortion protest in 
1986. Dees announces that, twelve 
years ago, Kopp was involved with an 
organization that “forced [a woman] 
to look at slides of aborted fetuses” 
before considering abortion. That's 
all it takes to go into the files of our 
unofficial thought police, our private 
Gestapo. 

In 1988, when Operation Rescue 
organized “mass protests” in Atlanta, 
which resulted in mass arrests, South- 
ern Poverty fattened its files. “Mark 
Potok, a researcher at the Southern 
Poverty Law Center” says “it was that 
year, that time in jail in Atlanta... 
when a lot of important connections 
were made and friendships were 
formed. Kopp was there.” Southern 
Poverty's book calls Kopp “a known 
activist in the extreme fringe.” The 
private Gestapo never sleeps. 

Network television showed us an 
ordinary photo of the suspect, but 
much preferred two depictions of its 
own choice which would be of little 
or no aid in identification, but which 
“demonized” the man very nicely. 
One was a blurry thing with “eyes” 
— ooh! the eyes! — and the other 
was a rendition in blotchy reds and 
blues which made who ever -he- is look 
really bad . 

It reminded me of the Time or 
Newsweek (who can tell them apart?) 
rendition of presidential candidate 
Patrick Buchanan. He faced the pub- 
lic on the magazine cover looking 
quite devilish when printed in blue 
and illuminated from below. Surely 
you wouldn’t sympathize with or vote 
for anyone who looked like that . Duh, 
gosh, no. 
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BODYSNMTCHERS: 

Revenge of the Socialist 
International 

T he glee expressed by worldwide 
members of the Socialist In 
ternational when the British 
Labor government arrested Chile’s 
General Augusto Pinochet could be 
seen as a bursting 
pustule of hatred. 

In 1973, the 
“armed forces and 
carabineros of 
Chile”, under a junta 
led by General 
Pinochet, rose up in 
the nick of time and 
saved their country 
from the alliance of 
Socialists and Com- 
munists who were 
about to replace 
them with an imported “foreign le- 
gion” of Reds. 

You have probably never heard of 
an “auto -coup” — a coup against one^ 
self. Chilean President Salvador 
Allende was planning a “coup” 
against his own government. He had 
brought into Chile over fourteen 
thousand militant foreign Reds, or- 
ganized them, and armed them with 
shipments of weapons from his good 
friend, Fidel Castro. Leadership cad- 
res were assembled from Cuba and 
elsewhere. Allende's own son-in-law 
was a top Cuban intelligence officer. 

The Reds’ Plan Zeta involved the 
scheduled “beheading” of the Chil- 
ean armed forces during the night of 
September 18-19, 1973, a national 
holiday when the top commanders 
would have to be in the capital. The 
armed forces would be leaderless, and 
replaced by Allende's foreign legion. 
The plan was similar to the Commu- 
nist “beheading of the military” ini- 
tiated in Indonesia in 1965. This plan 
misfired; the Reds killed many top 
officers, but totally enraged key sur- 
vivors, who eradicated them. Thus, 
in Chile in 1973, the Communists 
were actually less enthusiastic about 
the timing than their red-hot Social- 
ist allies. 

Again, the plan misfired. The 
Chilean armed forces and police 
moved on September 11, 1973. The 


majority of members of Allende’s pri- 
vate foreign legion ran away in time 
— many with the open assistance of 
the United Nations, which issued 
them laissez passer passports so they 
could escape Chilean justice. A mi- 
nority of the foreign Reds who had 
expected to rule Chile were killed. 

These are the people on whose be- 
half British Prime Minister Tony 
Blair has arrested General Pinochet 
while an official guest in his country, 
inviting his fellow 
vengeance-seekers in 
Spain to extradite 
this 83-year-old na- 
tional hero at the re- 
quest of a lone 
Spanish Communist 
judge braying about 
“genocide. ” What we 
are looking at is lib- 
eral- socialist- com- 
munist New World 
Order “justice.” Such 
“justice” will never 
threaten one of their own. 

But consider the possibilities. On 
his next visit to Council on Foreign 
Relations headquarters in New York 
City, Mikhail Gorbachev could be 
arrested and sent to Afghanistan, to 
stand trial for his invasion and de- 
spoliation of that country. At some 
future time, Bill Clinton could be 
shipped postpaid to the Sudan, to 
stand trial for his “wag the dog” at- 
tack on Khartoum. Neither of them 
would really care for fundamentalist 
Moslem justice. 

Lessons in Psychobabble 

A pair of Khmer Rouge leaders 
responsible for wiping out 
about a quarter of the Cam- 
bodian population decided to “surren- 
der” to a third, Hun Sen, the one now 
running Cambodia with the blessing 
of the “international community.” 
Wherever they were hiding, they 
were getting CNN, and had profited 
from lessons in vintage American 
psychobabble. They said they were 
“sorry,” showing about as much sor- 
riness as President Clinton. They 
said further, in essence, let us put this 
behind us, find closure, have healing, 
and move forward. (It's not as though 
they had killed communists , like 
Pinochet had.) 


What we are looking 
at is liberal- socialist- 
communist New 
World Order “justice.” 
Such “justice” will 
never threaten one of 
their own. 
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One report on this matter noted 
that the United States government 
had “funded the Khmer Rouge from 
1979untill991.” That may strike you 
as odd. 

Congressman Larry McDonald 
(D-GA), who was murdered by the 
Soviets in the Korean Airlines mas- 
sacre in 1983, had been a lone voice 
in Washington against this “odd” 
policy. He saw no reason why our gov- 
ernment had to support a regime con- 
sisting of truly ghastly murderers just 
because the alternative was a Viet- 
namese puppet government. A prin- 
cipled American stance would have 
been that, unfortunately, Cambodia 
was without a legitimate government, 
period. McDonald publicized this 
view — and was roundly condemned 
for it by the Establishment! 

A SAFER GENE 
POOL 

The 1998 Darwin Prize 
Goes to... 

A man of the cloth who was 
demonstrating to his young 
charges the dangers of dumb 
behavior. He loaded his .357 revolver 
with a blank and played Russian rou- 
lette. Free will pressed the muzzle to 
his skull, faith pressed the trigger to 
the rear, and the .357 blank per- 
formed its divine purpose. 

His DNA will spread no further. 


mm* 
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WHY DO WE 
AMERICANS 


SUBMIT TO THIS? 


by 

Dr. Susan L.M. Huck 

A New Book From Americas 
Most Damning Critic of 
Liberals 


Why Do We Americans Submit to... 

What? 


The D-List — This is what liberals like to see in the rest of us. 


Dumb, as in “dumbed down” and mute. 

Docile, ready to be guided and trained, ready to accept any outrage. 

Deprived of as much of our income as we will allow to be taken from us. 

Dispossessed of more and more property rights. 

Denied as many of our other rights as we will allow to be taken from us. 

Devalued as citizens by the creation of hordes of “instant voters” in time for elections. 

Demoted from independent citizens to dependent subjects. 

Deceived by the current propaganda line, whatever it may be. 

Diverted from an examination of the true situation. 

Denounced for destroying the earth, oppressing “others,” harboring bad thoughts.... 

Defensive and guilt-ridden about something or other, all the time. 

Deracinated, if white — forbidden a sense of racial identity or pride. 

Divided into “groups” or “blocs” for easy manipulation. 

Demeaned, as liberals in government assert authority over private and family affairs. 

Degraded by the squalor of public miseducation and government corruption. 

Displaced from schools and jobs by federal pressure favoring federally- favored groups. 

Dispirited in the face of so much gone wrong, and so little chance of fixing it. 

Disoriented by inversion of laws and values — what is right is now wrong, what is bad is 
now good — and vice versa , of course. 

Demoralized by the realization that any attempt to oppose liberalism will be ridiculed, 
denied institutional support, marginalized, and punished. 

Disorganized as foundations expend their tax-free fortunes by organizing synthetic 
“groups” and anointing “leaders” to carry out foundation plans. There is no such support for 
those opposing foundation-sponsored “planned social change.” 

Descabezado, or “beheaded,” deprived of leadership; potential leaders who are aware of 
and opposed to the plans of the liberal Establishment can expect to be smeared and, if that 
doesn’t work, ruined in some manner, usually financially. 

And finally... 

Disarmed is the ultimate liberal precaution. Anything can be done to diarmed people, as 
the history of the Twentieth Century more than amply demonstrates. 

©1997 by Dr. Susan L.M. Huck 
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HORROR QUOTES 

by 

SFC John S. Mosby 


spending bill for 1999. Representa- 
tive DeLay does not listen to the 
Constitution, he spits on it. 

If Representative DeLay doesn’t 
convince you we have a single party 
system, consider this. 


“I don't listen to the polls, I listen to 
the Constitution . ” 

Representative Tom DeLay, 
Texas. 

N ow, as a rule, The Resister re- 
frains from getting in the way 
when rival gangs are engaged 
in a struggle for turf. For the unin- 
formed, the Bolsheviks and their 
ideological brothers the Mensheviks 
(the two wings of our single Social 
Democrat Party), happen to be 
lodged in a battle over who can do 
the most damage to each other over 
L'Ajfaire Lewinsky. Bill Clinton’s 
conduct, reprehensible as it is 
(though no surprise), is hardly worth 
repeating in a journal that has, as its 
mission, the radicalization of first, 
the military, and second, the popula- 
tion at-large regarding the myriad 
problems that are of concern to the 
well-being of what little remains of 
the Republic. However, when an op- 
portunity comes along to expose, on 
its face, the true nature of of those 
who pretend to “represent” us, we 
cannot refuse such an invitation. 

Witness the blithering of Repre- 
sentative Tom DeLay (Menshevik, 
TX). When asked what he thought 
of the current polls that reflect the 
“approval” of Bill Clinton, Represen- 
tative DeLay said, “I don’t listen to 
the polls, I listen to the Constitu- 
tion.” Normally, such a statement 
would not raise an eyebrow let alone 
a comment from me; however, when 
a “representative” in Congress states 
that he “listens to the Constitution,” 
I cannot help but examine his state- 
ment and juxtapose it with his actions. 

I wonder if Representative DeLay 
has ever read the Constitution. Con- 
sider this, Representative DeLay has 
consistently voted for the “reform” of 
welfare. Now, call me illiterate if you 
wish, but where in the Constitution 
of the United States does it state that 
government has a right to steal — lit- 
erally at the point of a gun — a man’s 
wealth, and redistribute it to inner- 


city minority street garbage and their 
white-trash N egrophile allies who are 
the recipients of government looting? 
Moreover, if Representative DeLay 
“listens to the Constitution,” why 
doesn’t he point out that the Consti- 
tution of the United States’ economic 
premise is freedom of enterprise, not 
the Marxist welfare socialism his fel- 
low “representatives” wish to “re- 
form”? I’ll tell you why, 
Representative DeLay doesn’t “listen” 
to the Constitution, he listens to the 
moochers and para- 
sites who live in his 
district; who, if they 
ever had their cries 
refused and their out- 
stretched hands un- 
filled would boot that 
Useful Idiot from his 
lofty position thus 
forcing him to get a 
real job. 

Consider Repre- 
sentative DeLay’s 
vote to not withdraw 
the United States 
from that High 
Temple of Evil, the 
United Nations. 

Surely there must be 
some clause in the 
Constitution that 
delegates authority 
to an international organization that 
has, as one of its goals, the looting of 
America in the name of numberless 
Third World savages and Second 
World barbarians who make up its 
“constituency.” 

Where was Representative DeLay 
when it came time to stand against 
the Bolshevik Omnibus spending bill 
for fiscal year 1999? If one looked at 
the assembled compromisers and ap- 
peasers (read: Republicans) that gath- 
ered outside of Congress to bask in 
the limelight and “take credit” for 
extorting half your annual income, 
there was “Representative” DeLay — 
along with the other Mensheviks — 
beaming at the 1.5 trillion dollar 


“What you see is the end of ideology. 
This is a bill Tip O'Neill and Lyndon 
Johnson would have loved. It is prag- 
matic, filled with the things you have 
to do to keep the trains running on time. " 

Stan Collender, budget analyst for 
the public affairs firm Fleischman 
Hillard. 

S ee what I mean? No longer is 
there any distinction between 
Democrat and Republican. 
Now, gentle reader, you understand 
the terms Bolshevik and Menshevik, 
as used by The Resister 
to describe the Party 
that rules our coun- 
try. Both wings are 
socialist, they just 
fight over the imple- 
mentation and tim- 
ing of their corrosive 
plan to communize 
the last semi- free na- 
tion on Earth. 

Tip O’Neill, 
former Speaker of the 
House of Represen- 
tatives from the 
People’s Democratic 
Republic of Massa- 
chusetts, and 
Lyndon Johnson, 
were two of the most 
contemptible social- 
ists to ever gain 
power. Let us not forget, O’Neill is 
famous for his “I never met a tax I 
didn’t like” statement, and Johnson, 
author of the blatantly communistic 
“Great Society,” are two of the great- 
est proponents of Roosevelt’s “New 
Deal” who, working in unison, may 
have delivered the coup de grace of 
America by co-opting the now de- 
funct Republican Party into “Great 
Society” collectivism and those ex- 
ecrations, the “Civil Rights” Act of 
1964 and the Immigration Reform 
and Voting Rights Acts of 1965 which 
have been steadily (and deliberately) 
turning America into a Third World 
socialist dung hill. 

“It is pragmatic, filled with the 


...if Representative 
DeLay “listens to the 
Constitution,” why 
doesn’t he point out 
that the Constitution 
of the United States’ 
economic premise is 
freedom of enterprise, 
not the Marxist wel- 
fare socialism his fel- 
low “representatives” 
wish to “reform”? 
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things you have to do to keep the 
trains running on time.” Ah yes, prag- 
matic. My understanding of the word 
“pragmatic” means “compromise and 
appeasement.” Far be it for the Re- 
publicans to stand on principle and 
fight for their alleged beliefs; no, 
theyd rather bleat, “Me too!, I can 
vote the largesse of the productive and 
give it to the moochers! Vote for me, 
1 have no principles at all! ” Instead of 
standing on any semblance of prin- 
ciple and announcing to the public 
— “No, we will not stand for Social- 
ism, vote us out if you must,” — the 
Mensheviks are in a race with the 
Bolsheviks to destroy what is left of 
the Republic. It is you “conservatives” 
who, with your unabashed praise and 
blind obedience to the “Republicans,” 
willfully sentence yourself to a life of 
slavery; the same slavery that the 
Bolsheviks will inflict on you when 
they win. How do you want it? Now, 
or ten years from now? Either way, 
you’re going to get it. The “Republi- 
cans” don’t insult your intelligence, 
they assume you don’t have any. 

As for “...keeping] the trains run- 
ning on time;” where have you heard 
that before? How about Mussolini in 
Fascist Italy and Hitler in Nazi Ger- 
many. (And, lest we forget, both 
Hitler and Mussolini were admired 
by our “savior” Franklin Delano 
Roosevelt for “keeping the trains 
running on time.”) The Resister has 
repeatedly told you that America is a 
fascist country; just witness the cur- 
rent “war” on tobacco, SUV’s and of 
course, the new craze, blaming the 
Gun “Industry” for children dying by 
the hands of other children as exem- 
plars. The next step is full blown com- 
munism. Don’t say you weren’t 
warned. 

But for those of you who still dully 
cling to hope, witness the “above the 
fold” headline in The New York Times 
dated 09 November 98. 

“A Move for Pragmatism: G.O.P.s 
Rebellious Class of V 4 Is Turning From 
the Barricades Into the Mainstream .” 

So “conservatives,” where, and to 
whom, do you turn now? 

In the United States, for all its conse- 
cration of equal rights , the members of 
minority groups have often had to pay 
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a terrible price just for being who they 
are .... There is no adequate Federal 
standard of what constitutes a hate 
crime , and nothing could make plainer 
the need for one than the way young 
Matthew Shepard died in Wyoming 
yesterday. 

Slight , trusting... [hjedied in a coma 
yesterday , in a state without a hate- 
crime law... Hatred can kill. The men 
accused of killing Matthew Shepard will 
be tried for first degree murder. But his 
death makes clear the need for hate-crime 
laws to protect [homosexuals] just be- 
cause of who they are. 

New York Times Editorial, page 
A18, 13 October 98. 

D isregarding the murder, ex- 
amine the inherent contra- 
diction contained within the 
final two sentences. “The men ac- 
cused of killing Matthew Shepard will 
be tried for first degree murder. But 
his death makes clear 
the need for hate- 
crime laws to protect 
[homosexuals] just 
because of who they 
are.” 

Far from being a 
neophyte when it 
comes to understand- 
ing the law, first de- 
gree murder — a class 
A felony — is the 
strongest charge 
that can be levied on 
the accused in a 
criminal proceeding 
of this nature. How 
would a “hate-crime” 
law have prevented 
the recently as- 
sumed-room-tem- 
perature homosexual 
from being murdered 
anymore than the severity of facing a 
first degree murder charge? Would 
having a law, which makes thinking 
“bad” thoughts about someone else, 
have prevented the murder? The an- 
swer is obvious to all except the 
Thought Police of the Department 
of Justice as well the alleged female 
who runs it. 

So, if first degree murder consti- 
tutes the strongest charge — which 
in turn would seemingly inflict the 
strongest penalty (death) — what 
possible use are “hate-crime” laws? 
What “hate crime” really means is 


political crime, and the final (un- 
speakably evil) devolution of politi- 
cal crime is thought crime. All this of 
course is the logical result of that “le- 
gal” obscenity know as “civil rights 
violations,” which are, in reality, 
blanket double jeopardy. 

The purpose of “hate crime” is 
none other than to control the 
thoughts of those who dare think dif- 
ferently than the proscribed ortho- 
doxy. And that orthodoxy emanates 
from that malodorous legislative cess- 
pool, the “Kremlin on the Potomac,” 
and their eager henchmen from 
Dezershinsky Square, the MGB 
(read: FBI). 

If you doubt the above, read on. 

Matthew Shepard was killed by ha- 
tred in a state that not only has no hate- 
crimes legislation [oh, it’s okay to 
legislate morality if you are a practi- 
tioner of organized 
buggery, but not a 
God-fearing Chris- 
tian, right? Mosby.] 
but also no civil rights 
legislation of any kind 
protecting gay (sic) 
men and lesbians. Such 
legislation has been 
necessary elsewhere be- 
cause there is no such 
Federal law either. 

The next Congress 
should introduce a 
“Shepard bilF memo- 
rializing his spirit by 
extending civil rights 
protections enjoyed by 
all other Americans to 
gay (sic) men and les- 
bians . (Emphasis 
added) 

R. Kevin Hill, 
Letter to the Editor, New York 
Times, 15 October 98. 

O kay, let me get this straight: 
Since there is no “hate- 
crime law” on the state level, 
someone (Congress) has to do some- 
thing (pass another unconstitutional 
law) because it is necessary according 
to Hill. Necessary for what? Neces- 
sary for Congress to pass “feel good” 
legislation because homosexuals are 
disgusting perverts who are justifiably 
held in moral contempt by decent 
people. Necessary for whom? Their 


What “hate crime” re- 
ally means is political 
crime, and the final 
(unspeakably evil) 
devolution of political 
crime is thought crime. 
All this of course is the 
logical result of that 
“legal” obscenity know 
as “civil rights viola- 
tions,” which are, in 
reality, blanket double 
jeopardy 
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Bolshevik protectors, who appease 
their revolting constituency so they 
may further inflict their degeneracy 
upon American society. (Of course, 
let us not forget the Mensheviks, who 
will run to the nearest microphone 
and shout for all to hear, “Me too! I 
want political crimes too!”). 

But what is contemptuously odi- 
ous is the fact that the populace is 
buying into the mind numbing, 
squalid pro-homosexual drivel that is 
continually pumped out from their 
mind control boxes by Tass. Ask your- 
self, since when is organized buggery 
considered to be worthy of any atten- 
tion? To be sure, The Resister dots not 
condone indiscriminate, gratuitous 
violence against homosexuals (Com- 
munists are another matter), who are 
otherwise obeying the law and not 
molesting children. The Resister does 
believe, however, that homosexuals 
should be shunned, discriminated 
against and ridiculed for the simple 
reason that homosexuals are the sewer 
rats of humanity whose deviant be- 
havior stands in stark contrast to the 
laws of nature and are an abomina- 
tion. 

“Liberals” and their Establishment 
propaganda press have spared no 
amount of ink to portray the dead 
homosexual as some kind of “poor, 
innocent soul” who was picked out of 
a crowd and unceremoniously killed 
for no reason by two men who had 
ties to racist (you saw it coming didn’t 
you?) skinhead organizations. 

The truth be known, in the city of 
Cody, Wyoming a police complaint 
was filed by one Matthew Shepard 
alleging that the bartender of a local 
watering hole had beaten and raped 
him the evening previous. An inspec- 
tion of Shepard’s body (required by 
state law whenever rape is alleged), 
showed no signs of any forcible en- 
try. Shepard did, however, show signs 
of a fat lip. Police interviews with the 
bartender revealed that poor, young, 
innocent faggot Matthew had been 
in the bar the evening before and 
made a pass at the bartender. It was 
then learned from patrons that 
Shepard had been so aggressive in his 
pursuit of the bartender (even after 
several polite, but firm refusals), that 
the bartender had little choice but to 
haul off and belt him. 

So, let’s see; filing a false police 
report (a felony) and “sexually harass- 


ing” another male to the point of in- 
citing violence does not make the 
news about Shepard’s murder. Of 
course not! That would only provide 
a plausible arguable - as to why two 
men who, after being “hit on” by 
Shepard, acted predictably in under- 
standable revulsion to being ap- 
proached by a homosexual for acts that 
are repulsive to any normal man. In- 
deed, let not the Establishment pro- 
paganda machine tell the whole truth 
so the murder is put in context. No, 
our Red press decides to play up a 
non-issue (which received little to no 
press coverage locally in Wyoming) 
and portray the death as some sort of 
pogrom against a group of morally 
despicable degenerates whose “civil 
rights” are being violated. 

But, sometimes, there is a faint 
glimmer of hope. 

“Murdered for Who 
He Was” ([NY Times] 
editorial , 13 October j 
calls for new hate- 
crime laws. What 
comment will you 
have when sentences 
are imposed on those 
found to have violated 
such laws ? 

Perhaps “punished 
for what they thought ” 
will be an appropriate 
theme. The attack on 
Matthew Shepard was despicable , no 
matter what the motivation. Fortu- 
nately, Wyoming has criminal laws 
dealing with robbery , kidnapping and 
murder ; and the individuals who as- 
saulted Mr. Shepard now face the death 
penalty. 

Their actions and intent define their 
crime; their motivation is irrelevant. 

Hate- crimes laws provide fodder for 
politicians pandering to special in- 
terest groups, but will do nothing to 
prevent crime or insure proper punish- 
ment. (Emphasis added) 

Frederick A. Lehrer, Stamford, 
CT, 14 October 98. 

S ometimes when a citizen 
tumbles to the real issue, I hold 
out hope. Mr. Lehrer obvi- 
ously has retained the ability to think 
on his own; he doesn’t need Tass or 
the myriad Pravdas to instruct him 
on the latest fad. To our readers in 


and around Stamford, let Mr. Lehrer 
know if he gets in touch with me, he 
has a complementary subscription to 
The Resister. 

“ Bill Clinton is America's first black 
President. He represents our values .” 
Toni Morrison, Negress and au- 
thor. 

O kay, this is a quote that does 
not technically qualify as a 
“Horror Quote” because it is 
unabashedly the truth. “He repre- 
sents our values,” really drives home 
her point. Negroes, whose illegiti- 
macy rate soars at 70 percent; crimi- 
nal activity peaks at forty- four times 
that of Caucasians; closely parallels 
the behavior of her “president.” 
Clinton, who has admitted to a 
myriad of crimes, perjury chief among 
them, has also been accused of rape 
(see Jane Doe num- 
ber 5, in the Starr 
Report) and father- 
ing a child out of 
wedlock. Further- 
more, Clinton’s rav- 
enous sexual appetite 
and adulterous affairs 
rivals that of any N e- 
gro male. Negro 
males, as statistically 
reported by govern- 
ment “social ser- 
vices,” are more apt 
to father children 
out of wedlock, and commit adultery 
and leave their families by a rate of 3 
to 1 when compared to other races. 

So yes, The Resister agrees with 
Miss Morrison, Bill Clinton is 
America’s first Negro President, and 
his values are Negro values. 

And just when you thought some 
Negroes were starting to say some- 
thing intelligent, along comes a Ne- 
gro whose intelligence is well below 
the statistical average. 

The Barfield Open Letter 
to Ken Starr and the 
Ungodly Republican Party. 

Tm writing this letter on behalf of 
twenty million black Americans who 
support our beloved president. The hon- 
orable William Jefferson Clinton. Mr. 
Clinton has done an excellent job as 
president and certainly has proven to be 


So yes, The Resister 
agrees with Miss 
Morrison, Bill 
Clinton is Americas 
first Negro President, 
and his values are 
Negro values. 
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a champion for the progress of black 
people and other minorities in this coun- 
try. 

The Republican party and Ken Starr 
have stooped so low they need a step lad- 
der to climb to hell and they also need 
an elevator to get to a snails back . You 
don't have to go to Bill Clintons back 
yard to get some dirt , there is enough 
dirt in the backyard of Ken Starr and 
the Republican Party to create a gigan- 
tic cesspool. The Republican Party is the 
author of Watergate and they fought the 
1 964 Civil Rights Bill. The Republi- 
cans and Reagan through Oliver North, 
shredded enough documents to choke a 
thousand elephants. When North de- 
stroyed those documents, Reagan created 
a dummy war in Grenada. Reagan 
gave us six economic depressions, high 
unemployment and a cruel States Right- 
ist Posture. 

Ken Starr and the Republican Party 
have created the worse mess in America 
since Hitler was a Buck Private (sic) in 
the German Army. 

The real thrust of Ken Starr and the 
Republicans is Racism. They cannot 
stand a president who is kind to black 
people. The so call religious rights in re- 
ality is the religious wrong. 

The new code word for hating blacks 
is conservatism. When the National 
Democratic Party championed the cause 
of civil rights . Many racist democrats in 
the south turned to the Republican 
Party for refuge under the shield of con- 
servatism, its simple if you are a con- 
servative, you hate progress and black 
people, and. if you are a liberal, you love 
all people and. want progress. 

The so called Ken Starr and the con- 
servative Republican Party think they 
own the American flag. Well, l got 
some news for you. I served this country 
in the military and I have as much right 
to the American Flag as those crazy con- 
servatives Republicans do. 

Ninety percent of black Americans 
support Clinton. Trying to find a legiti- 
mate black to speak against Clinton is 
like trying to find a chicken with lips. 

The Republican under Reagan and 
Bush tried to turn the clock back on Civil 
Rights, and tried to revoke all the 
progress made by the late Dr. Martin 
Luther King and others who gave their 
lives for this noble cause. Im calling on 
all who agree with this letter to join me 
in planning a massive march on con- 
gress in Washington, D.C.TO REGIS- 
TER our dissatisfaction with this 
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conservative Republican Congress that 
is Anti-Union, Racist, and ignorant. 

Tm urging all good thinking Ameri- 
cans to blast these Republicans to hell on 
election day and what ever dirt you 
know on Republicans, tell it. The Re- 
publican Party is a slanderous party and 
is the dirtiest party since Moses crossed 
the Red Sea. 

The Republicans started this ugly 
mess, so now let's get it on! 

Rev. John J. Barfield III D.D., 
Chairman, National Black Clergy 
Network also Chairman, Commision 
on Justice and Polity of the National 
Baptist Convention, U.S.A., Inc. 
representing 8.5 million Black 
Americans 

5801 North Broad Street 
Philadelphia, PA 19141 
(215) 924-1067 

G ranted, this is an excruciat- 
ingly long quote, but the rea- 
sons to print it far outweigh 
those to not print it. Read this quote 
again — slowly. The horrific spell- 
ing, no understanding of capitaliza- 
tion, defective 
grammar, infantile 
punctuation, coupled 
with no understand- 
ing of syntax, the 
logical fallacies of ad 
hominem , (not to 
mention the histori- 
cal inaccuracy of 
Grenada) are all 
original text as 
printed in — are you 
ready — The New 
York Times. 

Now I can spend 
all day pointing out 
and correcting every 
mistake of the Rever- 
end Barfield, how- 
ever, The Resister only has (roughly) 
eighty to ninety pages per issue. So 
allow me to gloss over his “English” 
and get to the substance. 

Who appointed the Reverend 
Barfield as the spokesman for twenty 
million Negroes? First of all, how 
does one speak on behalf of twenty 
million Negroes? Plebiscite? Hardly. 
Reverend Barfield, assumes power 
because he can afford (no doubt us- 
ing the money of his good parishio- 
ners) to place this ad in a publication 
of stature like The New York Times. 


According to Reverend Barfield, 
“Mr. Clinton has done a good job as 
president and certainly has proven to 
be a champion for the progress ofblack 
people and other minorities.” Read- 
ing between the lines, what Rever- 
end Barfield says is, “Bill Clinton has 
done all he can to subjugate civilized 
Caucasians to savage tribes consist- 
ing of Negroes, Hispanics and other 
Third World irrelevancies.” There is 
nothing else an intelligent man can 
infer from such a monstrous quote. 

“The real thrust of Ken Starr and 
the Republicans is Racism.” Ah, yes; 
I was waiting for it, the Communist 
swear word — Racism. No doubt 
Reverend Barfield — along with Toni 
Morrison — considers Bill Clinton 
a Negro as well. Why else would the 
Republicans attack Clinton? After 
all, the American polity is the prop- 
erty of the Social Democrat Party, and 
most Meshevik and Bolshevik squab- 
bling boils down to little more than 
tug-of-war over the remaining shreds 
of the Constitution — to see which 
Party wing gets to tear them into 
smaller pieces. 

“The new code 
word for hating 
blacks is conserva- 
tism.” I see; a little 
less welfare, a little 
less feeding from the 
public trough, less 
looting of the pro- 
ductive for the lazy 
and incompetent, 
and you have a new 
code word for resist- 
ing socialism — hat- 
ing blacks. “[I]t’s 
simple, if you are a 
conservative, you 
hate progress and 
black people...” 
Reading between the 
lines again, “If you are for freedom of 
enterprise, you hate communism and 
parasites.” Okay, what’s your point? 

“The Republicans under Reagan... 
tried to turn the clock back on Civil 
Rights, and tried to revoke all the 
progress made by the late Dr. Martin 
Luther King.” Personally, I liked 
President Reagan. And yes, Reagan 
was against the “Civil Rights” Act of 
1964. As for “revoking] all the 
progress made by the late Dr. Martin 
Luther King,” I have a dream.... 


simple, if you 
are a conservative, you 
hate progress and 
black people...” Read- 
ing between the knes 
again, “If you are for 
freedom of enterprise, 
you hate communism 
and parasites.” Okay, 
what’s your point? 
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Terrorism is escalating to the point 
that Americans soon may have to choose 
between civil liberties and more intru- 
sive means of protection. 

ArmyTimes 27 October 98 

C are to make a guess as to the 
author of this excerpt? On it’s 
face, if one were to purge the 
word “Americans, ’’one might venture 
to say Stalin, Lenin or perhaps Mao. 
Obviously, it was none of them. Those 
words were spoken by none other than 
Secretary of Defense, William 
Cohen. Cohen, lest we forget, is a 
Menshevik working for Bolshevik 
Bill Clinton. See how a single party 
with two wings works? 

Examining how other govern- 
ments already enslave their citizens, 
Cohen enthused, “It could happen 
here.” 

Fully aware that it is legally for- 
bidden for the U.S. Military to take 
part in domestic law enforcement ac- 
tivities, Cohen realizes that it would 
take a legislative act of Congress to 
override the 1878 Posse Comitatus 
statute. The question therefore be- 
comes, “[ W ]hat would provoke Sec- 
retary Cohen into uttering such a 
statement?” What you see here is 
“preparing the target audience.” 1 The 
government has floated, in its own 
inimical way, a “trial balloon.” 

A trial balloon, for the uninitiated, 
is something the government wishes 
to do, but in order to gauge the reac- 
tion of the public, or in this case 
government’s intended target audi- 
ence, they must first posit the ques- 
tion in the form of a “possibility.” 
Noting the lack of response by the 
target audience (The U.S. Army), I 
would say Mr. Cohen’s statement 
passed its first test. 

For our military readers, regard- 
less of what “law” Congress passes, you 
would be violating your oath to the 
Constitution — as well as the phi- 
losophies upon which it was founded 
— by executing the illegal order from 
the chain of command. Your oath 
necessitates that you take action on 
your own. Keep in mind that The Re- 
sister does not advocate nor will it tol- 
erate the willful disobedience of legal 
orders or insubordination. Sedition 
against legitimate , constitutional re- 
publican government is a crime pun- 
ishable by UCMJ; and anyone who 
commits such a crime deserves to be 


punished to the fullest extent of the 
law. But to take to the streets, in such 
a manner as to repress “redress of 
grievances,” would clearly be a direct 
violation of your oath, an oath you 
swore before God. Moreover, you 
would also open yourselves (and, let’s 
be brutally frank, your families) to 
becoming legitimate targets of re- 
prisal. 

Each member of the military 
should bear one thing in mind when 
given an order that is conflicted with 
his oath: When you took your oath, 
you gave your word to your boss. Your 
boss is not “Secretary of Defense” 
Cohen or his immediate supervisor, 
Bill Clinton; no, you gave your word 
to their boss, the Constitution. Un- 
derstand? 

To “Secretary of Defense” Cohen: 
This act, should it ever occur with- 
out compelling legitimate reason , 
would make every soldier, sailor, air- 
man and Marine who did not defect 
to our side the enemy, and therefore a 
target — and rightfully so. 

As for Mr. Cohen and his treason- 
ous cabal, speaking only for myself : 
Before I draw my final breath, I will 
rest easy knowing you have drawn 
yours. You and your gangsters will 
then learn why it is you fear the night. 

Any questions? 

NOTE: 

^-mail to author from SFC Steven 
M. Barry, USA (Ret.) 
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FROM READERS 


TYRANNY IN THE 
HEARTLAND 

The continuing arrogation of the 
Legislative hy the Judiciary. 

by 

Frank Pinelander 


D on't like the law as it's writ- 
ten? Citizens' initiatives 
thwart your every move? Just 
instruct your minions to disregard the 
law, you'll “interpret” it to suit your 
needs. 

The notion of case law as the law 
has been discussed in this publication 
previously. Its fallacy is not new to 
readers ofThe Resister. Yet this trav- 
esty continues to intrude into our lives 
on a daily basis. 

In Arizona we enjoy many free- 
doms that would and cfo astound those 
from other states. The one freedom 
that most are shocked at, is that of 
open carry. Simply put, if either a 
weapon or the holster the weapon is 
in, is either wholly or partially vis- 
ible, one can carry a weapon with 
them just about anywhere. Some- 
thing that those of us who routinely 
carry a weapon openly have opposed 
for a long time, is the concealed carry 
permit system. Our reasons have been 
simple; it is our right as a citizen of 
Arizona. We do not wish to see it 
made a privilege. Any attempt by the 
Legislature to change the status of 
carrying arms openly has been met 
head-on by concerned citizens. 

Recently, the Arizona State De- 
partment of Public Safety has been 
writing numerous and sundry cita- 
tions for what they are calling viola- 
tions of the concealed carrying permit 
statutes. Those of us that have been 
educated in the law have been abso- 
lutely flabbergasted by what we have 


heard about and encountered first- 
hand. An associate, while attending 
a concealed carry permit class, was 
told by the instructor that DPS was 
cracking down on open carry. Soon 
after, we were receiv- 
ing word from a vari- 
ety of sources, 
concerning people 
that have been issued 
citations for what 
previously had been 
considered legal. In 
all cases that we are 
aware of, those that 
received citations 
were well within 
their rights as the law 
is written. 

I interviewed several police offic- 
ers from different agencies within the 
state of Arizona on this matter. All of 
them up told me (and I confirmed) 
that there had been no change in the 
law, but that judges were reinterpret- 
ing the law. One of the more ludi- 
crous examples of this 
reinterpretation was receiving a cita- 
tion because the police officer ap- 
proached an individual on the side 
opposite the holster. The citation was 
upheld. 

In this day and age of advanced 
collectivism, I suppose this should 
not come as a surprise. What is more 
disturbing, is howpolice powers have 
been expanded due to concealed carry 
permits and these reinterpretations. 
Under the old guidelines, during a 


stop, police needed to establish prob- 
able cause in order to initiate a search. 
In certain circumstances, police were 
allowed to frisk (not search, a search 
is intrusive) a subject for an obvious 
weapon under the guidelines of what 
is known as a Terry search. 

Now, here is their current 
illogic: 

In a state of over 4 million people, 
with roughly 65,000 permit holders; 
the presumption is made that all con- 
tacts with citizens involve permit 
holders. Under the concealed carry 
permit statutes, a permit holder is re- 
quired, upon request, to show said 
permit to a police officer and surren- 
der any weapon. A refusal to comply 
by a permit holder will result in a re- 
vocation of permit and possible crimi- 
nal charges. There is no requirement 
for a non-permit holder to say or sur- 
render anything. But now, operating 
the under the presumption that all 
citizens are armed, one who exercises 
their right to remain 
silent is treated like a 
criminal. What then 
occurs, under ridicu- 
lously expanded 
Terry search guide- 
lines (again, due to 
concealed carry per- 
mit laws) for “officer 
safety”, the officer 
can search a vehicle 
or premises (those 
areas within reach of 
the contact) for a 
weapon. This is a clear violation of 
the fourth amendment protection 
against illegal search and seizure. 

Of the officers I spoke with, they 
were fairly evenly split as to their feel- 
ings on this matter. There were those 
that would continue to enforce the 
law as written and there are those that 
will use the Activist Judicial guide- 
lines. When pressed, those that were 
using the new guidelines just 
shrugged their shoulders and said 
“just following orders”. Of these, 
there were the zealots that have de- 
veloped a serious case of “us vs. them” 
and demanded to know why I or any- 
one else needed to carry a weapon at 
all. After being reminded that was my 
right under the law, I was advised at 
some point to expect a citation. The 


Something that those 
of us who routinely 
carry a weapon openly 
have opposed for a 
long time, is the con- 
cealed carry permit 
system. 
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general attitude was “I get paid to go 
to court”. A clear cut case of intimi- 
dation. It has reached a point where 
they don’t even carry on the pretense 
of a free America any longer. As 
Henry Kissinger said “the illegal we 
do immediately, the unconstitutional 
takes a little longer”. 

Herein lies a far more important 
lesson. Those that put forth the col- 
lectivist agenda are very adept at what 
they do. Many assume that global 
socialism is a “command push” affair. 
It is not. It is a “recon pull”. To them, 
nothing is a failure, only a delay. Un- 
less more people wake up to this con- 
cept, and present a unified front to 
defeat them, the purveyors of global 
socialism will succeed. For many years 
concealed carrying was opposed by 
“the agenda”. Now it has been turned 
into a registration scheme, and an 
excuse for expanded police powers. 
The concept that is now being 
pushed is for reciprocity amongst all 
states that have concealed carry per- 
mits. If Arizona is any example, this 
is one thing that people should not 
wish for. For it will be used as an ex- 
cuse for random searches where “pro- 
filing” and similar have been ruled 
unconstitutional. 

Some people take for granted the 
intrusion of the bureaucracy into 
their lives. Thankfully for them, there 
are those of us that do not. In the end 
it is us that will keep them free. If 
they’re lucky. 


Justice or Legal 
Robbery? 

by 

Ralph R. Reiland 


T he latest news in the world of 
crazy lawsuits is that Pizza 
Hut has just been convicted 
of a “hate crime.” It all began on the 
Fourth of July weekend in 1995 in 
Godfrey, a small town about 20 miles 
north of St. Louis, when Mary Ann 
Burton called in an order for six piz- 
zas about an hour before the store’s 
closing time. She was told on the 
phone, she testified, that she could 
eat at the restaurant. 

What came next was more like a 
grand family reunion than a quick 
pizza stop. Ms. Bur- 
ton showed up with 
16 family members, 
in town from Illinois, 

Missouri and South 
Carolina. They got 
their pizza but with- 
out plates, utensils or 
beverages. The soda 
machine, said the 
Pizza Hut employ- 
ees, had already been 
turned off. What al- 
legedly followed was a blink of the 
lights, an employee running the 
sweeper near the Burton tables, and a 
too-loud jukebox. Finally, on their 
way out, the Burtons claim they heard 
some name-calling and spotted an 
employee in the parking lot slapping 
a mop handle into his hand. 

In this scenario, let’s assume for 
minute that there’s a high degree of 
homogeneity among the above-men- 
tioned customers and employees — 
say, for instance, that they’re all 
young white males. With that sup- 
position, most of us would probably 
see the above incident as nothing 
more than a case of bad service, per- 
haps a case of employees wanting to 
get out of the store on time (or even 
early, if the fireworks were about to 
go off). On a slow night, especially 
in a chain restaurant where there’s no 


owner within a thousand miles, that 
can easily translate into an early 
scrubbing of the Pepsi machine, em- 
ployees turning up their favorite songs 
on the jukebox while they’re shutting 
down, and the running of a sweeper 
while customers are finishing up. 

On this particular night, unfor- 
tunately, the homogeneity was miss- 
ing and the incident turned into a 
federal case. Godfrey, the town, re- 
ported the Associated Press, is “mostly 
white,” the Pizza Hut employees were 
white, and Mary Ann Burton and her 
family are black. In 
that milieu, Ms. Bur- 
ton viewed the bad 
service as a bias crime. 
And further, she 
blamed the alleged 
racial discrimination 
on the employer, as if 
Pizza Hut isn’t fight- 
ing unswervingly to 
sell tomato pies to ev- 
ery soul on the 
planet, regardless of 
their ancestral lineage. 

“You can hate someone privately 
and it’s your own business,” asserted 
Mary Ann Burton, “but when you 
hate someone publicly, it becomes 
everyone’s business.” Everyone’s busi- 
ness perhaps, but why is it Pizza Hut’s 
liability? Especially in this age of de- 
clining propriety, a time when we can’t 
even keep a lid on squalid conduct of 
an adult in the Oval Office, one could 
reasonably ask how any company 
could be held liable for the coarse be- 
havior, if unauthorized, that a gang 
of teenagers brings into the work- 
place. 

[Nobody asked how the Negroes 
were behaving while they were in the 
Pizza Hut — those kinds of questions 
are forbidden. SMB] 

“We concluded there was abso- 
lutely no racial or discriminatory be- 


On this particular 
night, unfortunately, 
the homogeneity was 
missing and the inci- 
dent turned into a fed- 
eral case. 
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havior involved, but our employees 
should have provided better service,” 
said Pizza Hut, admitting no wrong- 
doing. Further, the company ex- 
plained that it trains employees to 
treat customers and employees fairly 
and does not tolerate harassment. 
That, as it turned out, wasn’t good 
enough for U.S. District Judge Wil- 
liam Hart. In a precedent-setting 
decision, Hart said that Pizza Hut’s 
employees’ actions appeared [!] to be 
racially motivated, rejected Pizza 
Hut’s contention that the state’s hate 
laws applied only to individuals, and 
ruled that companies can be held li- 
able if their employees commit hate 
crimes. Following Hart’s decision, 
Pizza Hut settled the case (as of this 
writing, the amount the Burton fam- 
ily will get has not been disclosed). 

Pepsi-Co, the owner of Pizza Hut, 
has since sold the chain to Tricon 
Global, a conglomerate that’s not 
unacquainted with bizarre lawsuits. 
Tricon owns KFC, Kentucky Fried 
Chicken. Two years before the Bur- 
ton episode, Kathy Brown went to a 
KFC in Redondo, California. Before 
Ms. Brown got her chicken, an 
armed robber entered the store, 
pressed his gun against her back and 
lifted her wallet. Demanding that the 
KFC cashier give him the cash in the 
register, the robber shoved his gun 
harder into Brown’s back and threat- 
ened to shoot. The frightened cash- 
ier told the robber she would have get 
the key from the back of the store. 
Brown screamed for the cashier to 
turn over the money and the cashier 
complied. Seconds later, it was over, 
with the robber and the cash gone and 
Brown unharmed. 

Decent ending? N ot quite. A year 
later, Brown sued, seeking damages 
for severe emotional distress — sued 
KFC, that is, not the criminal (he 
was never apprehended). Giving new 
meaning to the concept of blaming 
the victim, a California intermediate 
appellate court accepted Brown s hy- 
pothesis, ruling that a company has a 
duty to comply with a robber’s de- 
mands and, if it fails to do so in 
prompt fashion, injured (or fright- 
ened) patrons can sue for damages. 

“The KFC decision is a potential 
disaster for restaurants, convenience 
stores, and shopkeepers,” says 
Theodore J. Boutrous, an attorney in 
Washington, D.C. “It is bad enough 


that these small businesses and their 
employees must face the real and con- 
stant threat of violent crime that 
could result in economic loss, physi- 
cal injury and death. To hold that 
they also may be sued for possible ru- 
inous tort damages on the peculiar 
theory that they did not make the 
correct split-second judgment while 
they were themselves being victim- 
ized only rubs salt in the wound.” 
The KFC decision, asserts 
Boutrous, combines the worst ele- 
ments of our criminal and civil jus- 
tice systems: “The criminal goes free 
while KFC is victimized twice, first 
by the robbery and then by a civil law- 
suit that will consume vast amounts 
of time and money to defend and could 


“Here was a President who, in or- 
der to protect himself, had put out 
the story that his former lover, less 
than half his age, was a ‘stalker,’” 
writes columnist Philip Weiss in The 
New York Ob server. “Who could not 
feel hatred for such a person?” 

M r. Weiss has been writing 
about Clinton-hating and 
Bill Clinton’s politics of 
intimidation ever since the New York 
Times sent him to Little Rockin 1997 
to write a cover story called “The 
Clinton Haters,” the crazy-quilt of 
colorful people that includes Larry 
Nichols, Linda Ives, Gennifer Flow- 
ers, Jerry Parks and a growing as- 
sortment of widows, orphans and 
former beauty queens who at various 
times were convinced that Clinton 
operatives were threatening to break 
their knee caps or trying to kill them, 
their family, their next door neigh- 
bors or their cats. Weiss is a New York 
liberal, a Clinton voter, but between 
the lines in “The Clinton Haters” 
you could tell that it was beginning 
to dawn on Weiss that maybe the 
wing- nuts weren’t so crazy after all. 


ultimately force it to pay a multimil- 
lion dollar damage award.” 

The bottom line? In more honest 
times, Mary Ann Burton would have 
been happy with a sincere apology and 
a stack of gift certificates, and folks 
like Kathy Brown, escaping a close 
call, would be counting their bless- 
ings instead of dollar signs. 

Ralph R. Reiland, owner of Amel’s 
Restaurant in Pittsburgh, is Associ- 
ate Professor of Economics at Rob- 
ert Morris College. His e-mail 
address is: rrreiland@aol.com. His 
mailing address is: 5623 Baptist Road, 
Pittsburgh, Pa. 15236. Phone 412- 
884-4541. 


Even though aging flower child 
author Ericajong still thinks that the 
only thing wrong with Bill Clinton 
is that he’s being pursued by a God 
Squad of crazed prissies led by Henry 
Hyde and Ken Starr, if she gave much 
thought to the Clinton-related body 
count lists, including more than a few 
plane crashes, she might have reason 
for a whole new book about “Fear Of 
Flying.” The real case against Bill 
Clinton isn’t about sex at all, but 
about intimidation, about what 
former Clinton advisor Dick Morris 
calls Clinton’s Secret Police. 

“My big issue is intimidation by 
Clinton goons,” explains Phil Weiss 
to Tony, former keyboard player for 
the band Yes, and who, along with 
Weiss, was in Washington, D.C., to 
attend the Free Republic rally for 
Impeachment. Weiss asked Tony 
about women on the road. “Every 
night, a different town, and there 
were always women,” Tony replied. 
“For a good 20 years, I lived that life 
style. That’s rock-and-roll.” 

Weiss asked Tony how, then, could 
he hold Clinton to a sexual standard. 
“With us, it was open,” he said. “We 


The Politics Of Personal 

Destruction 

by 

Sarah J. McCarthy 
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weren’t in office. We weren’t serving 
the people, we were serving an audi- 
ence every night and went on stage, 
and yes, it’s a sexy profession. What 
we were doing, we didn’t have to in- 
timidate women, we didn’t have to 
shut them up. Would it hurt our ca- 
reers? Of course not.” 

Yes, Tony ofY es, you’ve once again 
hit exactly the right note. In rock- 
and-roll there’s few phonies or hypo- 
crites. What you see is what you get. 
But to try to combine the Office of 
the Presidency with 
the life of a sexually 
reckless libertine, 
one who enjoys 
throwing caution to 
the winds and 
watching a 21 -year- 
old blabbermouth 
acrobat-intern doing 
cigar tricks, there is a 
problem, especially 
with the need to 
cover it up. 

Every time this 
president cries about 
his condition and 
“the politics of per- 
sonal destruction,” 
and how it is that 
they took a “wrecking 
ball” to him, we should just remem- 
ber the words of Gennifer Flowers: “I 
felt vulnerable and scared — and for 
good reason. My apartment had been 
illegally entered on three separate oc- 
casions, and my life was threatened. 
I’ve seen what happens to people who 
try to cross Bill Clinton. As in the 
case of Mafia dons, it is never the 
N umber One man who directly makes 
threats, much less commits acts of 
violence.” This statement was made 
shortly after Flowers’ neighbor, who 
happened to capture Governor Bill 
Clinton on videotape entering Flow- 
ers’ apartment with his own key, was 
beaten to within an inch of his life, 
“The Friends Of Bill are quick with 
the other-guys-did-it-too argument, 
so comparisons to Warren Harding 
and Franklin Roosevelt abound,” 
writes columnist Nicholas Von 
Hoffman in The New York Observer. 
“The difference is they were smart 
enough or humble enough to keep 
their private parts private. Bill makes 
his private parts public, even while 
grousing about invasions of his pri- 
vacy. The guy’s a flasher, complain- 


ing about people gawking at him. 
Hey, buddy, put on some clothes un- 
der the raincoat and you won’t have a 
problem.” 

When Dolly Kyle Browning be- 
gan a fictionalized account of her re- 
lationship with Clinton, she was 
smeared and threatened. “Our sexpig 
President is surrounded by enablers,” 
writes Weiss. “When I said that Mr. 
Clinton was ‘tough,’ former Arkan- 
sas State Police Director Lynn Davis 
corrected me,” said Weiss. ‘He’s not 
tough, he’s ruthless.’” 
After all these 
years, Erica Jong and 
Alec Baldwin are still 
giggling over the 
crazed posse of 
prissies and sissies — 
all the Republican 
people who’ve never 
had sex trying to 
emasculate their 
handsome playboy 
President. “I want 
him alive from the 
waist down,” pro- 
claimed Jong, “even if 
it’s with a blockhead 
intern.” But Erica, 
you aging dingbat, is 
the Big He alive from 
the neck up? Does this man have any 
judgment, any sense of decorum, any 
respect for his wife or child, for his 
office, for America’s children, or for 
Monica, the smitten young chick? 
Do you thinkit’s okay for Handsome 
to call Monica a psycho- stalker and 
deny their affair before the entire 
world? To perjure himself over it in a 
sexual harassment case? 

So what, say the President’s flun- 
kies, if Bill Clinton is the first Presi- 
dent who needed a Bimbo Eruption 
Squad (really, shouldn’t it have been 
called the Male- Whore Eruption 
Squad)? For these pitiful apologists, 
it’s just another giggle when the Betsy 
Wright character in Primary Colors 
enforces silence for Bill Clinton by 
threatening bimbos at gun point. 
“What’s the big deal?,” says Betty 
Friedan, “if Clinton did what he’s ac- 
cused of doing?” Wasn’t Friedan one 
of those sexual harassment maniacs 
who wanted to bring down the house 
because Clarence Thomas rented a 
Long Dong Silver video and then 
mentioned it in the presence of Pro- 
fessor Hill? 


This statement was 
made shortly after 
Flowers’ neighbor, 
who happened to cap- 
ture Governor Bill 
Clinton on videotape 
entering Flowers’ 
apartment with his 
own key, was beaten to 
within an inch of his 
life. 


It’ll be a wonderful day in America 
when Bill Clinton finally makes an 
honest man of himself and flies off to 
his new job at Dreamworks. Holly- 
wood is where he belongs, swimming 
in starlets in a studio where they 
made Titanic. It’ll be hog heaven for 
him and the rest of us might finally 
get a real President. 

Sarah McCarthy is a free lance 
writer who’s been published in Forbes, 
Barron’s, Liberty and Insight Maga- 
zine. 
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OBITUARIES 


OUR 

NOMENKLATURA 

PICKS OUR HEROES 

Tass and Pravda Spit on America Again 

by 

SFC John S. Mosby 

In memoriam: Master Sergeant Roy P. Benavidez 
Medal of Honor winner. 1935-1998. 


W ith the passing of Master 
Sergeant Roy P. 
Benavidez (Ret.), this au- 
thor had an opportunity to examine 
the way our Establishment media re- 
vered the vile (mercifully ended) life 
of one who was aligned with their so- 
cial-nihilist agenda, and one who 
they did not portray for duty, honor, 
country and, above all, principle. On 
15 November 1998, Stokely 
Carmichael, a Communist, a nihil- 
ist and a “Black Revolutionary,” had 
the good grace to finally croak in the 
African squalor he loved so much and 
wished upon America. Of course, the 
Establishment media and its carrion 
eaters expended huge buckets of ink 
and fouled days of air time in praise of 
a Communist who for fought for “civil 
rights” and who coined the blatantly 
nihilist slogan, “Black Power.” Yet, 
for a man who exemplified the word 
Hero, Master Sergeant Roy P. 
Benavidez, USA (Ret.), we find but 
scant reference (buried deep in back 
pages). 

It’s funny how they pick 
our heroes. 

M aster Sergeant Benavidez 
was bom in 1935. His fam- 
ily were poor rural Texans 


of Hispanic descent. He never ad- 
vanced beyond the seventh grade, but 
he left an indelible mark upon his 
family, his community and the Army 
he loved. MSG Benavidez, despite 
his lack of formal 
education, counseled 
young adults, His- 
panics chief among 
them, to achieve 
their dreams by 
studying hard and 
earning a college de- 
gree and not fall prey 
to the siren call of the 
streets . Moreover, 

MSG Benavidez 
gave speeches, both 
formal and informal, 
on the virtues of good citizenship. In- 
deed, MSG Benavidez was a living 
exemplar to those who were most vul- 
nerable to falling by the wayside and 
thus had the most to lose. True the 
creed he chose to live by, he never 
sought nor asked for anything from 
anyone other than a chance to prove 
his worth as a man. 

On the other hand, Stokely 
Carmichael, born middle class in 
Trinidad and Tobago in 1941, who 
attained a degree in philosophy, ex- 
horted young Negroes, Hispanics and 
Caucasians to reject societal values 


and acquire the non-values of nihil- 
ism. Carmichael, who consistently 
wallowed in self-pity and degrada- 
tion, continually whined about his 
“persecution” simply because he was a 
Negro, and he always looked to loot 
the productive to support the mooch- 
ers that characterized the vast major- 
ity of his race. Carmichael, much like 
MSG Benavidez, had a creed by 
which he lived; that creed, unlike the 
principled creed of MSG Benavidez, 
was a creed based on thievery, subjec- 
tivism, and nihilism. What 
Carmichael could not intimidate or 
threaten away from whites he advo- 
cated stealing from the productive 
simply because they were productive; 
a recurring theme his race calls “civil 
rights.” 

MSG Benavidez enlisted in the 
United States Army in 1955. Upon 
re-enlisting he opted for Special 
Forces. MSG Benavidez, already an 
accomplished soldier, adapted quickly 
to the techniques of unconventional 
warfare and relished the responsibil- 
ity that comes with being an indi- 
vidual working within a team 
environment. He advanced rapidly to 
the senior NCO ranks. When vol- 
unteers were needed to train indig- 
enous personnel in 
the Republic of 
South Viet Nam 
against communist 
aggression from the 
North, MSG 
Benavidez, true to his 
oath to God and 
country, did not hesi- 
tate to raise his hand 
and answer the call. 

Stokely 
Carmichael, who did 
not serve in the mili- 
tary he loathed (he had a college de- 
ferment — sound familiar?), could 
have, like any loyal American, sup- 
ported his country in general, and its 
soldiers in particular. However, 
Carmichael chose differently. In- 
stead, Carmichael, a veteran commu- 
nist agitator, followed the plan laid 
out by the Communist International 
during the 1920’s (and slavishly ad- 
hered to by the NAACP) to agitate 
the Negro race against their betters. 
He chose treason (sound familiar?) 
and championed the criminal ideol- 
ogy of the enemy MSG Benavidez 


True the creed he 
chose to live by, he 
never sought nor 
asked for anything 
from anyone other 
than a chance to prove 
his worth as a man. 
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was honorably fighting — commu- 
nism. 

Carmichael, founder of the overtly 
Communist Black Panther Party, 
whipped young “multicultural” nihil- 
ists into orgies of hatred directed 
against the same Constitution MSG 
Benavidez swore an oath to defend. 
It was Carmichael’s hatred of the pro- 
ductive (read: whites), and the 
knowledge that the majority of his 
race were incompetent, that pro- 
pelled him to seek the aid of America’s 
Communist enemies. While MSG 
Benavidez was fighting Johnson’s 
War in the sewers of Viet Nam, 
Carmichael was in bed with Castro. 
While M SG Benavidez risked his life 
daily in classified missions, 
Carmichael supported the Viet 
Cong, Ho Chi Minh, and America’s 
declared enemies Communist China 
and the Soviet Union. While MSG 
Benavidez was stacking magazines 
and making his greatest stand, 
Carmichael was pushing the knife in 
his back. 

Compare the Two 

O n 02 May 1968, an A-Team, 
operating clandestinely in 
Cambodia, came upon an 
oversized NVA Company and were 
quickly surrounded. As the team 
called for extraction, an intense fire 
fight ensued. (Then) SSG 
Benavidez, monitoring the fire fight 
at the Forward Operating Base 
(FOB) at Loc Ninh, helped unload 
wounded flight crewmembers sent to 
extract Detachment B-56, 5th Spe- 
cial Forces Group (ABN) who, un- 
able to land due to heavy small arms 
and antiaircraft fire had no choice but 
to return to the FOB. 

After assessing the situation, SSG 
Benavidez volunteered to assist in 
another attempt to extract his fellow 
soldiers. Realizing that all of the men 
were either dead or wounded thus 
unable to make it to the PZ, SSG 
Benavidez directed the helicopter to 
an alternate LZ and ran nearly sev- 
enty five meters under intense fire to 
rescue the men of Detachment B-56. 
Prior to reaching the men, SSG 
Benavidez was wounded in his right 
leg, his face and his head. Ignoring 
his painful injuries, SSG Benavidez 
took charge, repositioned his men 


and directed fire towards the enemy 
thus easing the landing of extraction 
helicopters. 

After dragging several wounded 
teammates to a nearby helicopter, 
SSG Benavidez came under intense 
enemy fire while he secured classified 
documents and sensitive items. 
While so doing, Benavidez became 
wounded in the abdomen by small 
arms fire and grenade fragments in 
his lower back. 

Benavidez, seeing a rescue helicop- 
ter crash, went to the wreckage and 
rescued the crew as 
well the wounded it 
was carrying. Under 
increasing enemy 
fire, Benavidez did 
what professional sol- 
diers are suppose to 
do: He took charge, 
distributed water and 
ammo, and instilled 
in the weary men the 
will to fight and live 
on. In so doing, 

Benavidez became 
wounded again and 
again, for a total of 
thirty six wounds in nearly six hours 
of fighting. But what sticks out above 
all is that he continued to ferry 
wounded to a rescue bird while kill- 
ing those gooks who wounded him 
time and again. Indeed, as the rescue 
bird was about to take off, Benavidez 
had to exit the aircraft to kill two 
more NVA who were firing from the 
blind side of the door-gunner. 

MSG Benavidez’ citation states in 
part: 

“SGT Benavidez’ gallant choice 
to join voluntarily his comrades who 
were in critical straits, to expose him- 
self constantly to withering fire, and 
his refusal to be stopped despite nu- 
merous severe wounds, saved the lives 
of at least eight men. His fearless per- 
sonal leadership, tenacious devotion 
to duty, and extremely valorous ac- 
tions in the face of overwhelming 
odds were in keeping with the tradi- 
tions of military service, and reflect 
the utmost credit on him and the 
United States Army.” 

While MSG Benavidez lay 
wounded in a hospital (it took over a 
year to recuperate), Stokely 
C armichael demonstrated against his 


country, burned the American flag, 
advocated a Negro Revolution and 
spit upon the likes of MSG Benavidez 
as U.S. Soldiers came home from Viet 
Nam after serving honorably while 
having their hands tied behind their 
backs by filth like ‘President’ Johnson 
and the managers of yet another 
“Club” (CFR) project designed to 
demoralize America and prove com- 
munism couldn’t be defeated. 

While MSG Benavidez was un- 
dergoing painful physical therapy, 
Stokely Carmichael was visiting Pi- 
del Castro in Ha- 
vana, Cuba. As M SG 
Benavidez left the 
VA Hospital to look 
for a job to support 
his family, 

Carmichael visited 
the Soviet Union and 
the cesspool he loved 
to wallow in, Africa. 

Through our con- 
tacts in the Special 
Forces community, 
we able to ascertain 
the whereabouts of 
those who served 
with MSG Benavidez. Described as 
“full of life” and “gregarious,” 
Benavidez showed a zeal for life that 
was matched by few. He lived life to 
its fullest; he lived life as though any 
day could be his last. Indeed, after 
surviving in Hell, he had every rea- 
son. 

Carmichael, having been rel- 
egated to the ash-heap when his use- 
fulness to the Party was over, lived his 
last years poor and decrepit in the Hell 
he was destined for, Africa. 

Yes, it is funny how our 
nomenklatura pick our heroes. 

Rest in peace Master Sergeant 
Benavidez. 

As for Carmichael, good riddance 
to human garbage. 


As MSG Benavidez 
left the VA Hospital to 
look for a job to sup- 
port his family, 
Carmichael visited the 
Soviet Union and the 
cesspool he loved to 
wallow in, Africa. 
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by 

Brian Mitchell 

Finally, the real — and devastating — story of the disastrous impact women 
have on U.S. military readiness! 

Captain Brian Mitchell reveals what top military leaders are afraid to ad- 
mit. Americas effort to integrate women into the U.S. armed forces has seri- 
ously jeopardized our national security. Read firsthand: 

The feminization of the military — a failure from West Point to Desert 
Storm 

The true and horrifying story of women in Operation Desert Storm 
“Sensitivity training” for drill sergeants turns boot camp into day care 
Service academy honor codes corrupted — to protect co-education 
Senior officers forced to lie — or retire — to keep the truth buried 
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Praise for “From Trust to Terror” 

No matter how inane, or destructive to the military ‘liberal’ and feminist 
social engineering fads are, the Starred Cowards will compel their imple- 
mentation and punish those who dare speak out against the destruction. 

SFC Steven Michael Barry (USA, Ret.) 

Editor, The Resister 

In his latest book, Dr. Atkinson presents irrefutable evidence that ‘politi- 
cally correct’ policies imposed upon naval aviation... have enforced double 
standards while making a mockery of the truth.... This is a blockbuster of a 
book and a ‘must read’ for patriotic Americans. 

RADM C.A. ‘Mark’ Hill, Jr. (USN,Ret.) 

Former carrier commanding officer and Asst. Chief of Naval Opera- 
tions for Manpower 

CDR Atkinson discloses the U.S. military’s biggest secret, the Stalinist 
atmosphere in which America’s fighting men must now work and suffer, 
forbidden to say what they know is the truth: that women have no legiti- 
mate place on a battlefield or a warship. 

William S. Lind, Host 

‘Next Revolution’ on NET-TV and former staffer to Senators Gary 

Hart and Robert A. Taft, Jr. 
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Intelligence is a simple and self-evident 
thing. As an activity it is the pursuit of a 
certain kind of knowledge; as a phenom- 
enon it is the resultant knowledge. 

Sherman Kent 

Periodic 







The line of demarcation between friend 
and foe. ..passes a nonphysical , often 
ideological boundary , which must however 
be expressly delineated if we want to reach 
the adversary and to defeat him 
Roger Trinquier 


ce Report 


“BREED THEM OUT” 


by 

SFC Steven M. Barry, USA (Ret.) 


T he Army brass has always hated 
special forces. They love huge 
spit-shined armies lurching 
back and forth across continents 
forming and breaking lines that can 
be plotted on plexiglass covered maps 
so they can contemplate how many 
thousands can be slaughtered as they 
rub their chins calculating where to 
“invest” that blue unit symbol 
scrawled on map coordinate so-and- 
so. It is inconceivable to them that a 
handful of guys can be plopped down 
in Lower Slobovia and, given reason- 
able support, commit sedition, sub- 
version and sabotage, and recruit, 
organize, train and advise (let’s be 
honest — lead) a Slobovian insur- 
gency. 

Besides, the kind of guys who could 
do that sort of thing don’t necessarily 
make the best soldiers. They tend to 
be selfstarters, creative, imaginative, 
innovative and not prone to play by 
any recognized set of rules. They also 
tend to be natural leaders. In an or- 
ganization like the Army, where wish- 
ful thinking demands that everybody 
can be trained to be a leader, like dogs 
can be trained to do tricks, SF types 
are clearly a menace. To borrow a line 
from “Braveheart,” if the Army 
couldn’t get them out, they’d breed 
them out. 

One way to cripple any elite or- 
ganization is to expand it. As the de- 
mand for bodies to fill the table of 
organization grows so does the qual- 
ity of soldier lessen as they are herded 
through training. The training be- 
comes less a weeding out process to 
fmd the most qualified men and more 


an exercise in pumping out slot fill- 
ers. Another way to cripple any elite 
organization is to make it a branch. 
This freezes less than desirable en- 
listed men into an organization they 
don’t belong in, and opens up new 
“opportunities” for 
officers who’s career — — — 
prospects in their 
former branches 
were, ah, dim. Both 
methods were used 


Lieutenant General 
William RTangney... 


Starred Weaselspeak the word “goal” 
means quota. In fact, SFQC instruc- 
tors were recently told that 420 stu- 
dents would graduate this fiscal year. 
Following the FY 97 defense appro- 
priations bill requirement that spe- 
cial forces conduct a 100% inventory 
of it soldiers by race , the GT score for 
candidates was lowered from 110 to 
100, and the swim test was eliminated 
as a discriminator. The chain of com- 
mand hotly and viciously denies the 
purpose for doing so was to make spe- 
cial forces “less white.” Their denials 
however do not drown out the sounds 
of the sociologists 
“ “ — — " and social engineers 
at the U . S. Army Re- 
search Institute for 
the Behavioral and 
Social Sciences yam- 


iitciiiuus) wcic ubcu 11 r- oociai ocieuces yam 

against special forces always has a wet linger mer i n g f or more “di 

during the early raised into the political versify.” 

1980s. They sue- • j / i i The 

cee j ec [. wind (and turned to- 

Lieutenant Gen- 
eral William P. 

Tangney, 


ward the troops). 


Com- 
manding General, United States 
Army Special Operations Command, 
if the results of his former “leadership” 
as commander and commandant of 
Special Warfare Center and Schools 
are examined, has a deep and abiding 
hatred for special forces. He always 
has a wet finger raised into the po- 
litical wind (and turned toward the 
troops). By implementing the social 
engineering policies of the U. S. Army 
Research Institute for the Behavioral 
and Social Sciences (ARI) study that 
found special forces was “too white” 
he managed to finally eviscerate what 
few standards remained in the Spe- 
cial Forces Qualification Course. 
One suspects “another Star,” his lofty 
third-floor office, and his current 
swivel chair was his reward. 

In 1997, 241 soldiers completed 
the SFQC. In 1998 that number rose 
to 377. The “goal” for 1999 is 420. In 


chain of 
command goes 
through some pretty 
remarkable contor- 
tions to explain away 
lowering the GT score so that leav- 
ening the ranks with Negroes can 
make special forces more “represen- 
tative of American society.” This is 
an effort, according to Special 
Warfare magazine, to “expand the re- 
cruiting market.” (Will somebody 
please purge the MBAs in the officer 
corps?) Qualitatively, the excuse goes, 
“this position is quantifiably sup- 
ported by [A RI ] studies, which indi- 
cate the GT score for individuals may 
vary daily by as many as eight points.” 
All right, stop right there. The use of 
words like “indicate” and “may” in 
conjunction with extreme statistical 
spreads is a standard dodge by soci- 
ologists (the most useless humans on 
earth), who use statistics like a van- 
dal uses spray paint. The simple fact 
is that when establishing an objec- 
tive criterion the only statistic that 
counts is the mean (i.e. arithmetic 
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average). Otherwise the criterion is 
subjective , to advance an agenda, like 
social engineering. Which in this 
case is precisely why the GT score was 
lowered — to get more 
“underrepresented” N egroes into the 
SFQC. In short, special forces is be- 
ing deliberately “dumbed down.” 
Same with the swim test. Negroes 
are notoriously weak swimmers, and 
the social engineers at ARI viewed 
that fact as a “cultural disadvantage.” 
Yet once again, subjective utopian 
social engineering metaphysical- 
egalitarian fantasies trump an objec- 
tive fact of biology. The swim test, 50 
meters in uniform and boots, “has 
been waved as a prerequisite” to be- 
gin the Special Forces Assessment 
and Selection (SFAS) course. If by 
the end of SFAS the “disadvantaged” 
student has failed to pass, he is given 
three weeks to be taught howto swim! 
“This policy... demonstrates a seri- 
ous commitment to expanding the 
recruiting market.” Indeed it does, 
now that race bean- counters in the 
Department of the Army are dictat- 
ing standards for special forces. 

SFQC... 

I am looking at a recruiting flyer. 
It reads, private first class 
through sergeant first class, and 
both combat and support MOSs ac- 
cepted. There was a time when only 
combat Military Occupational Spe- 
cialties were accepted. Infantrymen 
trained as weapons sergeants, signal- 
men as communications sergeants, 
on so on. There was also a time when 
it was rare indeed for anybody over 
the rank of sergeant to be accepted. 
The reasons were simple. Special 
forces are teachers, and you were ex- 
pected to be tactically and technically 
proficient in your specialty before you 
began SFQC. All MOS training in 
the SFQC did was hone your skills 
and gear them toward unconven- 
tional warfare. And the reason senior 
noncommissioned officers were not 
accepted is because they would be as- 
suming critical positions on opera- 
tional detachments without the 
necessary experience. Not any more. 

SFQC has essentially become a 
practical joke. The most remarkable 
thing about standards in SFQC these 
days is that there aren’t any. For prac- 


tical purposes it is impossible to fail. 
Not because the training is good (it’s 
not), or because the instructors are 
so professional (they’re not allowed 
to be), or the students are intelligent 
and motivated (read the above), but 
because the chain of command for- 
bids student failures. That’s not policy 
of course. But that is how it works 
out in practice. Particularly when 
LTG Tangney tells SFQC instruc- 
tors that they will pass 420 students 
in 1999. 

He needn’t have bothered. The 
students learn very quickly that they 
cannot fail. The 
amount of “counsel- 
ing” and paperwork 
required to fail a stu- 
dent is so staggering 
that most SFQC in- 
structors don’t even 
bother trying. (An- 
other crippling 
legacy of the female 
dominated “educa- 
tion specialists” at the 
Directorate ofTrain- 
ing and Doctrine, 
who maliciously inflict all the latest 
civilian “education” fads on the 
Army.) And even those brave instruc- 
tors who do try are invariably bur- 
dened with the same loser because it 
now takes a general officer’s signature 
to fail a student! Gone are the happy 
days when even muttering “I quit” 
under your breath found you 82nd 
bound that very day. And just to give 
you an idea how bad it has gotten, a 
Phase I instructor last cycle found 
some students cheating on the com- 
pass course and began filling out the 
termination sheet. The students told 
him, “F*** you, you can’t kick us out.” 
And they were right! The chain of 
command put them right back into 
the course. 

Physical standards have been 
made “student friendly” also. Re- 
member the old ruck march standard 
of weapon, water, load bearing equip- 
ment and 55 pound rucksack? It’s 
been improved. Now it’s 55 pounds 
total, that is including weapon, wa- 
ter, and load bearing equipment. 
(Speculation: The lowering of physi- 
cal standards is being front loaded in 
expectation of the first SFQC to in- 
clude women. That way the Stars can 
crow that the standards were not 
changed for the split tails.) 


Communications training has 
been improved also. International 
morse code is no longer a prerequi- 
site for special forces communications 
training. IMC is now part of the 
communications course. This “im- 
provement” is, according to Special 
Warfare magazine, “expected to maxi- 
mize training resources and to im- 
prove the success rate of 18E 
students.” Improve the “success rate” 
means communications students are 
not permitted to fail. In fact, the 
IMC standard has been lowered from 
the old 15/18 to a “standard” of 10/ 
10. One 18E in- 
structor said a stu- 
dent who had failed 
twice told him, 
“There’s nothing you 
can do to recycle me.” 
He had a point. The 
chain of command 
ordered all commu- 
nications students be 
given passing grades 
because they were 
needed for the next 
Phase III. The in- 
structor was told by his commander 
that the student’s ODA could train 
him when he got to his unit. 

Why Bother? 

T hat is the question many 
SFQC instructors are ask- 
ing. Instructors are being told 
by the chain of command that they 
are “not protectors of the [SF] tab.” 
Then, who is? Isn’t the purpose of the 
qualification course to weed out the 
unqualified? Not according to the 
chain of command, who are more than 
happy to simply pump bodies through 
the SFQC knowing full well they are 
unqualified. 

And to give you an idea where spe- 
cial forces is headed, Robin Sage, the 
traditional unconventional warfare 
Phase III field exercise, is being 
eliminated. It is being replaced by 
“downed pilot” scenarios. 

Special forces is dead. It was mur- 
dered by its own chain of command. 


SFQC has essentially 
become a practical 
joke. The most re- 
markable thing about 
standards in SFQC 
these days is that there 
aren’t any. 
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THE BELLY OF THE 
BEAST 

by 

SFC Steven M. Barry, USA (Ret.) 


T he study of history used to be 
a discipline, often studied to- 
gether with logic, rhetoric, 
and philosophy. The role of the his- 
torian was to record, as honestly as 
possible, events as they occurred, and 
when interpretation of those events 
was deemed appropriate, the 
interpreter’s views were distinct from 
the chronology and cataloging of 
places, times, people, organizations 
and events. Think of (traditional) 
historians as intelligence analysts. 

In this degenerate age of collec- 
tivism, however, history has become 
the propagandist’s forum, and the 
dictator’s tool. You don’t like the his- 
torical objective realities of the past? 
No problem, invent a new history! 
Toss in some sociology and some psy- 
chology for good measure, leaven it 
with communistic ideologies, season 
it with calls for equality, and “social 
justice,” and demands for social en- 
gineering and, violal , you have an 
Orwellianesque “studies” course. 
Then, invite young ignoramuses, 
rendered incapable of independent 
thought over the years by egalitarian 
brainwashing in government Dewey 
Camps, to participate in group dis- 
cussions where everybody’s opinion 
is as equally valid as anybody else’s (as 
long as collectivist orthodox dogma 
— political correctness, also known as 
cultural Marxism — is not ques- 
tioned, let alone challenged), includ- 
ing the professor’s. Which means, of 
course, that truth is relative, history 
is a “text” (in other words, no differ- 
ent than a shopping list), and stories 
told around the village fire (in this 
case the professor’s podium) trump 
contradictory facts and known reali- 
ties. The result is a new generation of 
commissars who will inflict the Com- 
munist faith upon unbelievers after 
graduation — at gun point if neces- 
sary. 

Such is the womens studies course, 


“History of Women and War,” at 
George Washington University. It is 
taught by Dr. Linda Grand De Pauw; 
founder ofThe Minerva Center, edi- 
tor and publisher of Minerva: Quar- 
terly Report On Women in the Military, 
and a quarterly newsletter, Minerva's 
Bulletin Board. She also runs a 
(strictly!) moderated 
listserve, H- 

MINERVA@H- 
NET.MSU.EDU 
that focuses on his- 
torical and contem- 
porary discussions 
pertaining to women 
in the military. 

I subscribe to all 
three. To date, inso- 
far as I can ascertain, 

I have been the only 
dissenter permitted to post to the H- 
MINERVA list with any consistency, 
often to the outrage and indignation 
of the list’s other subscribers, who all 
seem to agree that having women 
(and minorities, and homosexuals) 
debilitate the military, and by default 
national defense, is a wonderful de- 
velopment worthy of exultation. One 
regular contributor on H- 
MINERVA is a psychology professor; 
she considers opposition to the femi- 
nization of the military a form of 
mental illness, a classic Communist 
response to dissent. There is a male 
subscriber who works in the Penta- 
gon and addresses his posts, “Com- 
rades!” (Makes your skin crawl, 
doesn’t it?) 

The Looming Gates of 
Hell 

he intellectual bent of H- 
MINERVA is decidedly col- 
lectivist. I have a working 
theory (that is rapidly approaching 
the status of axiom). That theory is: 


“Women are, in general, by their very 
nature, collectivists.” (There have 
been, and are, some remarkable ex- 
ceptions — remarkable because they 
are exceptions.) Stop and think about 
it; then observe the general behavior 
and beliefs of women, and then ask 
yourself if they should vote. I once 
wrote Dr. De Pauw and asked for her 
assessment of my theory. She objected 
and responded (contrasting the 
“women are from Venus, men are from 
Mars” line), “I would observe that 
humans are from planet Earth.” I 
wrote back, “Do you realize that you 
just proved my theory?” 

You see, the cultural Marxist eu- 
phemism for differences between the 
sexes is “gender;” a word feminists use 
for the expressed purpose of neutral- 
izing any objective 
discussion about the 
physiological, episte- 
mological, or psycho- 
logical differences of 
— and therefore 
identifiable and ob- 
jectively relegated 
sex roles between — 
men and women. I 
know; I walked into 
that collectivist- 
egalitarian lexicon 
ambush on H-MINERVA — once. 
The respondent — not Dr. De Pauw, 
— immediately returned a sneering 
“gotcha!” message. I always thought 
“gender” was an allusion to sex differ- 
ences used in polite company. Femi- 
nists have quite a different definition 
for it; which, of course, renders the 
word utterly meaningless. 

About a week or so later, Dr. De 
Pauw wrote asking if I would care to 
address her “History of Women in 
the Military” class. She explained 
that she was retiring, this was her last 
class, and she wanted a speaker to ad- 
dress her class who would, to be frank, 
scandalize them (she does have a droll 
sense of humor, I must admit). Al- 
ways eager to remove the battle to the 
enemy’s home ground, I accepted. On 
26 October 1998, after a light — al- 
most Italian — lunch (collective tab) 
with Dr. De Pauw, her teaching as- 
sistant David (limp handshake), Mrs. 
Barry (demure, watching my six — 
and muling), the comely spinster 
Miss McCann (who taped the pro- 
ceedings for posterity), Dr. Huck 
(who engaged Dr. De Pauw in stimu- 


...we passed through 
the gates of Hell into 
Stuart Hall, George 
Washington Univer- 
sity, and confronted 
the ideological Beast. 
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lating table conversation during 
lunch), and SFC “Mosby” (TR’s new 
Horror Quote columnist), we passed 
through the gates of Hell into Stuart 
Hall, George Washington Univer- 
sity, and confronted the ideological 
Beast. 

For the most part, her students 
were young ignoramuses who’d spent 
their entire lives having their brains 
laundered in the wombs of govern- 
ment-run Dewey Camps. For them, 
the subject of women in the military 
was an Ivory Tower intellectual exer- 
cise about how to best inflict Com- 
munist social engineering upon an 
institution they not only had no ex- 
perience with, but the real purpose of 
which they only vaguely and dimly 
comprehended with quasi-literate 
minds “enriched” by a lifetime of ar- 
tificial self-esteem and socialist egali- 
tarian fantasies. 

Not surprisingly, almost the en- 
tire class was female. Dr. De Pauw 
had introduced me the week previ- 
ously with a blurb she asked me to 
write for the occasion. A handful of 
her students refused to attend class 
that following Monday. They “chose 
not to” be exposed to ideas that con- 
tradicted their beliefs. No loss. There 
appeared to be a few male-like bipeds 
timidly scattered among the females. 
Only one creature had green hair; it 
hid itself in a dark corner of the audi- 
torium where it belonged. All told, 
they were two score; intellectually 
unarmed but for the propaganda bro- 
mides, demonstration chants and non 
sequitur argument formulae they’d 
memorized in high school. Except for 
a single (observed) exception, I was 
hauling around a 75 pound rucksack, 
plus 50 pounds of LBE, weapons and 
ammo, and slurping cold C- Rations 
in the rain while squatting in mud 
holes before they were even born. 
Knowledge derived from experience, 
of course, counts for nothing in the 
Ivory Tower. There, baseless theories 
birthed by utopian socialist fantasies, 
and “dialoguing” means of compel- 
ling others to believe them, is every- 
thing. 


The Beast 

I am not a brilliant extemporane- 
ous speaker. Recognizing my 
weakness, I purposely did noth- 


ing to prepare for my talk, figuring 
that addressing a hostile audience 
while having to think and speak on 
my feet was about the best practice in 
rhetoric that I could get. After rang- 
ing across the landscape of an Army 
rendered little more than social en- 
gineering laboratory by the likes of 
them, and devastated by “equal op- 
portunity” policies _______ 

compelled by race in- 
tegration and infec- 
tion by females to the 
peril and menace of 
national security — 
nay, the very exist- 
ence of America — I 
had them in a suffi- 
cient state of agita- 
tion to open the floor 
for questions. 

“But the Israe- 
lis....” No they don’t, 
they realized very 
quickly how stupid 
that idea was. “The 
people want....” The 
“people” are a great 
beast, their “wants” 
are shaped by propa- 
gandists. “But in a 
democracy....” (SFC 

Mosby winced and 

leaped out of his 
perch.) This nation was founded as a 
republic, it’s “people” worshipers like 
you who inflicted democracy upon us; 
men like me will end it. (That horri- 
fied them.) “Women have a right 
to....” Nobody has a “right” to serve 
in the military. “Military families....” 
Soldiers are not issued families, their 
camp followers are not the Army’s re- 
sponsibility. “The needs of women....” 
Female “needs” necessitate the squan- 
dering of tens of millions annually 
that could be spent on training and 
Operations & Maintenance (O&M). 
“Equal opportunity....” The military 
should be racially segregated. (The 
knot of females sitting behind SFC 
Mosby were reflexively muttering 
“racist” under their breath, but they 
didn’t have the courage to make the 
Accusation.) It went on like that. 
After relating the saga of running a 
grenade range for a support company 
where none of the females could throw 
the grenade outside its bursting ra- 
dius, one of the audience tried this: 
“You trained soldiers?” Yes. “To the 
best of your ability?” Yes. “But you 


I was hauling around a 
75 pound rucksack, 
plus 50 pounds of 
LBE, weapons and 
ammo, and slurping 
cold C-Rations in the 
rain while squatting in 
mud holes before they 
were even born. 
Knowledge derived 
from experience, of 
course, counts for 
nothing in the Ivory 
Tower. 


failed to train the women to throw a 
grenade.” That tactic is called Bait 
and Switch. I answered, “Nice try.” 
She was rather peeved that I knew 
that tactic. 

I think I caused one student to re- 
consider martial egalitarianism. At 
one point I mentioned that the Es- 
tablishment was seriously reconsid- 
_______ ering the draft, as 

combat units, par- 
ticularly infantry, 
which are mainly 
white, were getting 
dangerously under- 
strength because of 
aggressive female and 
minority recruiting 
practices. He made 
some lame objection. 
“Son,” I said, “you are 
white, you are a man, 
and if the draft re- 
turns you are infan- 
try bound — you are 
bullet-bait.” That 
seemed to cause him 
some discomfort. Af- 
ter the lecture, as we 
were exiting the 
Gates of Hell (un- 
scathed), I overheard 
him lamenting his 
fate, and possible de- 
ferment strategies, to a knot of agi- 
tated others. 


Critique 


D 


r. De Paw sent me copies of 
the critique sheets. When I 
was a sniper instructor, me 
and my partner, SFC John Simpson, 
would take copies of the student cri- 
tique sheets to his place and read 
them as we devised new methods of 
tormenting students while we swilled 
back pitchers of a drink we invented 
one day on the range that we anointed 
the “wind call” (Gin and Gatorade). 
Why students were permitted to cri- 
tique teachers was never explained, so 
we viewed critique sheets as insight 
to the “student mind” and thus a win- 
dow on new possibilities for tortur- 
ing them. (Years later, I still have 
former sniper students come up to me 
and say, “I hated you, but now I see 
you were right.”) 

Here is a sample of some of the 
“History of Women and War” stu- 
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dent critiques (Dr. De Paw went to 
the trouble of scribbling out the 
names, and although I can still make 
them out, I’ll respect her redactions 
and not put names with comments): 

Horror Quotes 

“Listening to Steve Barry’s speech 
was one of the most infuriating expe- 
riences I have gone through. More 
than anything, I’m amazed that any- 
one, regardless of whether he is in the 
military or not, can hold the beliefs 
that this man does.” 

“This discussion got very heated 

— all I can say is ‘Oh my God!’ I 
couldn’t believe some of the things he 
was saying. A lot of hands were raised 

— other students tried to debate 
against him, however I don’t think 
they were very successful. You [Dr. 
De Paw] made a good decision when 
you decided to bring him in — it of- 
fers a different perspective and pre- 
sents that right in your face, instead 
of just reading it.” 

“Why has this man been given a 
forum to speak?” 

“I wonder... how he wasn’t kicked 
out of the military for racism and sex- 

• m n 

ism. 

“Obviously, this man has severe 
psychological problems with his 
mother or lack of a mother during 
childhood. This guy needs to be seen 
by a female proctologist or urologist 
to set him straight.” [Laughter!] 

“This man is one of the most arro- 
gant, opinionated, narrow-minded, 
uneducated [he meant unrecon- 
structed] people I have ever had the 
displeasure of encountering.” 

“I thought today’s lecture was in- 
teresting and also very upsetting. He 
has some very strong opinions about 
women. He also, I think, is ahypocrit 
[sp] because he complains about how 
women are disciplinary problems. 
However... he was a disciplinary prob- 
lem in the military because of his bla- 
tant disregard of policies regarding 
women and minorities. I think he has 
issues with women because he refuses 
to view us as human beings, rather 
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than just sex objects and baby-mak- 
ers.” [My actual words were, “proper 
roles,” and “breeders.”] 

“What good does breast cancer 
research do for the country? he asks. 
This is the most obnoxious state- 
ment! Women’s health issues are ig- 
nored enough as it is — I am glad to 
hear the military is 
researching it — 
nevermind [sp] if it 
eats up funds — in my 
opinion, we spend 
too much on defense 
anyway, so this is 
probably part of the 
reason I feel it is OK 
to use this $ for re- 
search. His choice of 
words “infected w/ fe- 
males” was extremely strong and quite 
offensive.” 

“I haven’t met anyone this racist, 
sexist, homophobic or paranoid since 
I left home.” 

“Would you not concede that it is 
the male disciplinarians that have the 
problem?” 

“The Army is defending a demo- 
cratic country. Shouldn’t it be a demo- 
cratic institution? I noticed he was 
wearing a wedding ring. I wonder 
who on earth would marry this freak. ” 
[About halfway through the question 
and answer period, the woman sitting 
next to Mrs. Barry turned to her and 
asked, “Is this guy married?” Mrs. 
Barry answered, “Yes.”] And: “I no- 
tice sergeant Barry wears a wedding 
ring — I wonder if his wife votes!” 
[No, I forbid her.] 

“I wonder if the problems he faced 
with women were more based on the 
individuals and not their gender. He 
seemed to have a fairly logical argu- 
ment; it was just littlered with inflam- 
matory statements like “bastard 
spawn.” [In reference to single females 
in the military breeding promiscu- 
ously then demanding tax payer ex- 
torted “day care” for their bastard 
spawn.] 

“I think it is interesting that the 
speaker doesn’t view the military as a 
defense system for the US, but rather 
to “kill & destroy.” This is a warped 


view. It is ridiculous to think that 
people of different genders & races 
think differently.” [sic!] 

“After hearing this guy, I am 
thankful for the existence of the 
Dept, of Defense, & it’s [sic] control 
by civilians of the military & people 
like him. I understand what people 
mean when they say 
you can’t believe in 
‘freedom of speech’ 
until you can listen 
to someone who op- 
poses the very things 
you would and 
fought for. This is 
one of the very few 
times I’ve ever en- 
countered such a 
strong personality — 
& strong isn’t a strong enough word.” 

“Very interesting, how close 
minded can one be, although I did 
agree w/two or three of his points 
such as we shouldn’t dehumanize the 
enemy.” [I explicitly stated, in no un- 
certain terms, that our enemies should 
be dehumanized.] 

“Thought provoking — political 
correctness spared no relief from the 
American Dream Society.” 

Is There Hope? 

There were a couple of comments 
however, that did inspire treacle-like 
hope for isolated individuals of the 
next generation: 

“I don’t know why I found myself 
agreeing with points that I should be 
morally against.” 

“If women cannot fit in to the cul- 
ture of military “society” there really 
is no reason for the organization to 
change simply for one group.” 

One student asked, “Why are you 
doing this?” Because, I said, you are 
the next generation of political com- 
missars, and I want you to know who 
I am. 


“I don’t know why I 
found myself agreeing 
with points that I 
should be morally 
against.” 
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PEOPLE’S ARMY 
OF THE 

UNITED STATES 

by 

SFC Steven M. Barry, USA (Ret.) 


D rive down the off- post sec- 
tion of the All American 
highway between Shaw 
Road, Fayetteville, North Carolina, 
and Fort Bragg, North Carolina, on 
any given day and the odds are even 
that you will witness a GMC pickup 
truck roaming the shoulders or me- 
dian. On the back of this truck you 
will note two steel mesh platforms 
designed to carry standing riders. The 
riders are US Army soldiers. They are 
armed with trash bags and trash picks. 
They are on police- call — off post. 
They are participating in Fort Bragg’s 
“community outreach'’ program. 

If soldiers performing “community 
outreach” duties sounds vaguely fa- 
miliar, it should. The People’s Lib- 
eration Army runs “community 
outreach” factories and business en- 
terprises. The Soviet Army details 
“community outreach” troops to har- 
vest and transport crops. In fact, 
“community service” performed by 
soldiers who have no choice in the 
matter is the hallmark of every Com- 
munist country — and now the “re- 
flection of America” United States 
Army. 

Police- call on a civilian highways; 
“partnerships” between military units 
and local schools; soldier “mentors” 
for “at risk (read Negro) youth” pro- 
grams; engineer units detailed for 
“community cleanup” after hurri- 
canes; the “involvement” of the stand- 
ing army in the local community 
extends ad nauseam limited only by 
the community’s “needs” and any 
given commander’s “challenge” to 
“improve community relations” be- 
tween the Army and local govern- 
ments. Local governments are not 
stupid, of course, and they’re more 
than happy to provide lists of com- 
munity “needs” to local military com- 


manders. Where else besides the of- 
fices of Eagle’ed and Starred apoliti- 
cal toadies can local government 
“needs” be gratified at no cost through 
the dragooned uniformed labor of the 
military units under their command? 
Show of hands — anybody...? 

I Need Volunteers! You, 
You, You and You! 

T he day following hurricane 
Fran, in 1996, soldiers living 
in Fort Bragg barracks had 
been detailed almost 
immediately to begin 
post-storm cleanup. 

As power began 
slowly to be restored 
off post, soldiers liv- 
ing in “the commu- 
nity” began getting 
drafted back to base 
to pitch in. Which 
was well and very 
proper. The military 
is authoritarian; or- 
ders are issued and 
you do what you’re 
told. After about 
three days of forced 
labor Fort Bragg was 
pretty much restored 
to normal. However, 

Fayetteville, hopelessly infected with 
civilians demanding that government 
“do something,” still lay trashed. 

Now, a hundred years ago, had a 
force 3 hurricane pummeled 
Fayetteville, do you think civilians 
would have wailed about no govern- 
ment “services,” whined about the 
damage done to their property, or 
lined up weeping for (extorted from 
others) “aid?” No, they wouldn’t have, 
because “services” and “benefits” were 


not considered legitimate govern- 
ment roles. They’d have surveyed the 
damage, rolled up their sleeves, fig- 
ured out where to start, then just 
started. But today, civilians are (for 
lack of abetter phrase) undisciplined, 
helpless and therefore easily manipu- 
lated rabble. (I’m not talking about 
externally imposed discipline. I’m 
talking about self-discipline.) So 
Fayetteville remained trashed while 
federal disaster “relief” was being 
dolled out — until the Army was re- 
quested to “help the community.” 
Setting a stupid precedent, Lieu- 
tenant General Keene, commanding 
general, XVIII Airborne Corps and 
Fort Bragg, dispatched units assigned 
to Fort Bragg into Fayetteville to 
“help” clean the mess Fayetteville’s 
civilians were too lazy or incompe- 
tent to police themselves — or who, 
if competent, were paralyzed into in- 
action due to city and county “ordi- 
nances” regarding trash removal and 
disposal. It took over a week, but units 
from Fort Bragg managed to clear 
most of the debris. 

A criminal gang pleased to call it- 
self the Fayetteville City Council, its 
parasitic social com- 
missariats, and the 
local Communist 
rag, the Fayetteville 
Observer-Times , 
thought “helping the 
community” was a 
great “mission” for 
the Army. Thus be- 
gan numerous mili- 
tary “outreach” 
uniformed welfare 
programs encouraged 
by field grade officers 
who knew a good al- 
truistic Officer 
Evaluation Report 
bullet comment 
when they saw one. 


Hearts and Minds 

T here is now practically no end 
to such “outreach” programs. 
Most “programs,” of course, 
rely upon volunteers who are excused 
from their military duties to help the 
“disadvantaged” learn how to color 
inside the lines, or give Army PT tests 
to 3rd grade classes. “Camps” for “at 
risk youth” are a favorite. Hoodlums 


Where else besides the 
offices of Eagle’ed and 
Starred apolitical 
toadies can local gov- 
ernment “needs” be 
gratified at no cost 
through the dra- 
gooned uniformed la- 
bor of the military 
units under their com- 
mand? 
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(girls too — cant forget the girls!) 
get to play sex integrated Army for a 
week. National Guard units run ba- 
sic training style detention camps for 
“troubled youth,” who, upon “gradu- 
ation” are then considered ideal re- 
cruiting stock for the Army. The list 
goes on. 

The soldiers who are detailed to 
these “programs” are demanded to 
believe they are “giving back to the 
community.” What soldiers have 
taken from a “community” that would 
dry up and blow away without their 
paychecks is not explained. 

Is there any ideological difference 
between American soldiers perform- 
ing uniformed social work and Soviet 
draftees picking crops, or Chinese 
People’s Liberation Army factories 
“providing jobs?” No; it’s all “hearts 
and minds” work you see. 

Only, nobody has questioned why 
local American governments and 
Starred Sycophants think it neces- 
sary for standing army units and per- 
sonnel in the continental United 
States to win the “hearts and minds” 
of American civilians. Unless such 
gratuitous “hearts and minds” work 
is intended to soften future military 
presence in the “community” during 
a “liberal” invented “crisis” — like ci- 
vilians refusing to disarm. 


A FEW GOOD MEN 

by 

SFC John S. Mosby 

Mr. Clinton and his supporters do not care in the least about the health of our 
armed forces. Hateful of a traditional military culture they never deigned to study , 
Mr. Clintons disingenuous feminist , homosexual and racial activist friends regard 
the services as mere political props, useful only for showcasing petty group griev- 
ances. 

Major Daniel J. Rabil, Major, USMCR 


W ith our Communist sym- 
pathizing Commander- 
in-Chief impeached for 
“High Crimes and misdemeanors” a 
few good men have chosen to make a 
stand against the immoral, or if you 
wish, amoral leadership that cur- 
rently emanates from both our elected 
civilian leadership and those who 
pretend to lead us militarily. Rare are 
the times when men stand up to the 
chain of command, for fear of retri- 
bution, to voice their differences in 
the way in which the military con- 
ducts itself. Rarer still are men of 
Honor and Principle. 

In a Washington Times Op-ed 
dated 09 November 1998, Major 
Daniel J. Rabil, United States Ma- 
rine Corps Reserve (USMCR), a man 
of Honor and Principle, wrote words 
that have been condemned as “con- 
temptuous” (read: truthful) to Bill 
Clinton. So too did Major Shane 
Sellers, USMC, when he too wrote 
about Bill Clinton in less than flat- 
tering terms in his syndicated column 
in The Navy Times. 

Major Rabil spoke of love of coun- 
try, and with that imparted a strong 
belief in words long gone from the 
military lexicon: Duty, Honor, 
Country. In his stinging rebuke of 
Bill Clinton, Rabil questioned the 
lack of integrity of a man who has, for 
all intent and purpose, decimated and 
demoralized not only the military, but 
the country Rabil has unselfishly de- 
voted a lifetime in serving. 

With candid rhetoric, Major Rabil 
laid bare his thoughts regarding his 
“Commander-in-Chief.” Touching 
on several (though not exhaustive) 
Clinton character flaws, Rabil takes 
the reader through a litany of griev- 
ances and allegations that have been 


levied against Bill Clinton since his 
1992 Presidential race. And for his 
trouble, because he told the truth, 
Major Rahils military career was ef- 
fectively ended. 

“I loathe the military.” Those 
words, written by Bill Clinton in a 
1969 letter to Colonel Eugene 
Holmes, in order to escape military 
duty, were the first wound that ex- 
posed then candidate Clinton’s his- 
tory of disdain for the military — a 
disdain that continues to this day — 
and the introduction of “Slick Willy” 
and his penchant for lying to the na- 
tion as a whole. 

Since his inauguration, Bill 
Clinton has used the military for 
some of the most destructive social 
experiments that could ever be in- 
flicted on those whose responsibility 
is to defend their nation. Barely 
moved into the White House, 
Clinton’s first priority to allow the 
entrance of homosexuals into the 
Armed Forces. After generating 
reams of paper and weeks of Congres- 
sional hearings on the subject, 
Clinton was even rebuked by the Stars 
he commands. Yet, instead of pub- 
licly resigning in disgust like honor- 
able men, the Stars “compromised” 
with Clinton and his Communist 
apparatchiki and appeased the hei- 
nous “Don’t Ask, Don’t Tell” policy. 
Soon after that fiasco, Clinton, on 
the advice of known Communist and 
Deputy Secretary of State, Strobe 
Talbot (CFR), reintroduced soldiers 
to Somalia (Task Force Ranger) to 
avenge the attack on Pakistani sol- 
diers operating under the auspices of 
the United N ations. The result of that 
of that nefarious action was the 
slaughtering of U.S. Army Rangers 
and CAG operators (some of whom 
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were my friends) at the hands of the 
human debris that infests Somalia. 

While not an exhaustive list of 
Clinton atrocities, those are just two 
of the endlessly debilitating actions 
that Bill Clinton undertook to de- 
moralize and destabilize the military 
during his six year reign of terror. The 
question that begs asking is: What 
took so long for someone in the mili- 
tary to speak out against such a con- 
temptible man? 

It the spring of 1993, while giving 
a speech to increase the morale of his 
troops, Major General Harold 
Campbell excoriated Bill Clinton for 
his incalculable character flaws. Call- 
ing Bill Clinton “...[A] draft-dodg- 
ing, pot-smoking, gay-loving, 
womanizing Commander-in-Chief,” 
earned Major General Campbell a 
bitter and unbridled lecture and a 
swift purging by his Starred w peers.” 
What example did scolding and pun- 
ishing a man who received horrific 
scars from his exemplary and heroic 
service in Viet Nam set for those 
without the rank to speak out? It told 
the rank and file, “You will support 
and respect the filth that we suck up 
to.” Indeed, the contemptible 
Clinton’s then thirteen year old brat 
even scolded Viet Nam and Gulf War 
veteran Major General Barry 
McCaffery when she told him, “We 
don’t like people in uniform around 
here.” The apple doesn’t fall far from 
the tree. Oh, and in reward for his 
lack of pride, McCaffrey was then 
promoted twice more and appointed 
“Drug Czar” for playing ball. And you 
thought the Stars were on your side. 

In 1995, while was facing a civil 
suit for sexual harassment by Paula 
Jones, Bill Clinton’s lawyer, Robert 
Bennett, filed a motion in U.S. Dis- 
trict Court to have the law suit post- 
poned because, as Bennett claimed, 
Bill Clinton, while legally the Com- 
mander-in-Chief of the U.S. Armed 
Forces, was entitled to relief from a 
civil lawsuit under the 1942 Soldiers 
and Sailors Relief Act. It was 
Clinton’s claim, with help from the 
Stars, that because he was Com- 
mander- in- Chief, the 1942 Soldiers 
and Sailors Relief Act applied to him! 
And this from a man that “loathed 
the military.” With little debate, the 
court denied his motion. It was then 
that Clinton appealed the decision 
to the Supreme Court of the United 


States. In June 1996, the Court, in 
Jones v. Clinton , announced that the 
President of the United States was 
not immune from civil prosecution for 
acts committed in unofficial duties 
and those before he was president. 
Thus the floodgates were open that 
would bring about what seems like the 
beginning of the end of Bill Clinton. 

On 21 January 1998, as LAjfaire 
Lewinsky unfolded before the camera, 
allegations were registered against 
Bill Clinton for a 
host of crimes. Clam- 
oring from the side- 
lines, political 
“talking heads” pon- 
tificated that if a sol- 
dier were accused and 
convicted of the 
charges that were al- 
leged of Bill Clinton, 
he would find himself 
unceremoniously 
court martialed and 
expelled dishonor- 
ably from the service. 

Then, Clinton ap- 
pointed scuts pro- 
claimed that Bill 
Clinton was not only 
immune from U CMJ 
(I guess one can pick 
and choose when one 
is military or not), 
but that having sex with a subordi- 
nate and then lying about it under 
oath was not a crime. Reprehensible 
they exclaimed, but not a crime. 
(Only in the world of Washington 
Weasel Speak can one strip words of 
any semblance of true meaning and 
arbitrarily assign them new mean- 
ings.) As calls mounted from all quar- 
ters for Bill Clinton’s impeachment 
or resignation, more than a handful 
of military personal became incensed 
at their Commander-in-Chief’s be- 
havior. 

In the 12 October 1998 issue of 
Army Times , Retired Colonel John 
Baer wrote a letter urging Clinton to 
quit issuing signed letters of appre- 
ciation to officers upon their retire- 
ment. Colonel Baer, upon receiving 
his letter from Clinton, promptly tore 
it up in several pieces and returned 
them along with a letter to Clinton, 
advising him that “character is im- 
portant and you’ve negotiated yours 
away.” Taking his cue from Colonel 
Baer, Major Shane Sellers became the 


next to rebuke Clinton publicly. Only 
this time it was done by an active duty 
Marine in an “independent” Com- 
munist mouthpiece: The Navy Times 
(Marine Corps edition). Where 
there was smoke with Major General 
Campbell, fire was now visible with 
Colonel Baer and Major Sellers. 

Major Sellers, addressing the im- 
portance of leading by example, ex- 
claimed, “One should call an 
adulterous liar what he is — a crimi- 
nal.” Calls came 
from the “main- 
stream (read: social- 
ist) press to punish 
severely Major Sell- 
ers for his “contemp- 
tuous words” directed 
at their beloved hero, 
William Jefferson 
Clinton. But the 
ball was already roll- 
ing. Servicemen, al- 
ready exchanging 
e-mail jokes and 
criticisms of 

Clinton, came under 
intense pressure 
from the Stars to stop 
“belittling” the 

Commander-in- 
Chief. It is then that 
Major Rabil plunged 
his dagger into the 
issue, only for Rabil, the dagger even- 
tually became the sword of Damocles 
hanging over his career. 

When Major Rabil’s Op-ed piece 
broke, the jeers and howls from the 
“media” demanded that action be 
taken against someone so brazen. 
Indeed, Rabil titled his Op-ed: Please , 
Impeach my Commander-in-Chief. 
But that is were the pleasantries 
ended. 

Calling Clinton “integrity-im- 
paired,” Rabil went on to say that 
Clinton was depraved and unworthy 
of commanding men in uniform and 
sitting in the Oval Office. Citing the 
Starr report, Rabil pointed out the 
callous disregard Clinton has for the 
office he holds when he noted that 
Clinton spoke with a leading con- 
gressman on the telephone about de- 
ploying troops to Bosnia while 
receiving oral sex from his concubine 
under the desk. Moreover, as his con- 
cubine was being called before the 
Grand Jury, Rabil, as most other 
Americans did, questioned the tim- 


What example did 
scolding and punish- 
ing a man who re- 
ceived horrific scars 
from his exemplary 
and heroic service in 
Viet Nam set for those 
without the rank to 
speak out? It told the 
rank and file, “You will 
support and respect 
the filth that we suck 

Y) 

up to. 
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ing of the missile attacks on both 
Sudan and Afghanistan — which 
were ordered by Clinton so he could 
come back from vacation on Marthas 
Vineyard and “look Presidential” af- 
ter fleeing Washington the day after 
his admission of sex with Monica 
Lewinsky — claiming he was attack- 
ing factories that 
were producing poi- 
son gas, when in fact 
the factories have 
long been proven to 
be pharmaceutical in 
nature. That cha- 
rade, at the expense 
of the military, was 
conjured up to dis- 
tract the populace from the seem- 
ingly embarrassing details of his 
commission of perjury and obstruc- 
tion of justice. 

Furthermore, Rabil (rightly) 
called Bill Clinton a “moral coward” 
for his protest-organizing, flag- 
burning, pot smoking, hedonistic 
“college protester” values. He further 
(rightly) claimed that someone with 
Clinton’s history would never receive 
any type of security clearance, and, in 
fact, is an outright danger to the na- 
tion, for his behavior is such that, as 
he was about to consult with two 
world leaders on a course of action 
against rogue state North Korea, Bill 
Clinton kept the heads of state at bay 
as he engaged in yet another adulter- 
ous liaison with Jewess Sperm 
Gurgler Lewinsky. 

Rabil, reflecting the attitude of 
service men worldwide, summed up 
his brilliant argument by stating: 
“William J. Clinton, perhaps the 
most selfish man ever to disgrace our 
presidency, will not resign. I there- 
fore risk my commission , as our generals 
will not y to urge this of Congress: 
Remove this stain from our White 
House. Banish him from further of- 
fice. For God’s sake, do your duty. 
(Emphasis added). In doing so, Ma- 
jor Rabil opened himself up to Ar- 
ticle 88 of the Uniform Code of 
Military Justice which states that any 
commissioned officer who uses 
“...contemptuous words against cer- 
tain public officials...” can be Court- 
martialed, jailed and face 
dishonorable discharge. 

The Resister , without question rec- 
ognizes the importance of discipline 
and, just as important, recognizes 


(and believes in) civilian authority 
over the military. But when those ci- 
vilians are blatant Communists, 
moral defects, perverts, atheists and 
criminals, we are under no obligation 
to accord them any respect nor obey 
their illegal and unconstitutional or- 
ders. We swore an oath to defend the 
Constitution, not 
the presidency. The 
Resister stands four 
square by Major 
General Campbell, 
Colonel Baer, Major 
Sellers and Major 
Rabil as the epitome 
of what our officer 
corps should be. 
These men have not forsaken their 
oath, but rather, having risked their 
careers for principled action, have 
demonstrated honor within a group 
of “professionals” who only seem 
driven to achieve rank at any cost. 

It is surprising (and heartening) 
for those in Special Forces Under- 
ground to see that there are still oth- 
ers who also are beginning to 
understand that our political repre- 
sentatives in general, and the Stars 
in particular, are moral cowards; that 
both refuse to do their jobs; and that 
both either refuse to obey their oath 
to the Constitution, or simply do not 
care. 

To those in government and those 
who pretend to lead us militarily, keep 
this in mind: No longer are subordi- 
nates remaining silent. There is a 
stirring of rebellion among those 
military men who’ve kept their honor, 
and if you will not rise to do your jobs, 
we, the real professionals, will rise up 
and do it for you. You declared war on 
us long ago, we are now answering 
your declaration. Be forewarned. We 
have seen the enemy domestic, and 
that enemy is you . 


We swore an oath to 
defend the Constitu- 
tion, not the presi- 
dency. 
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Second Vatican Council, the Conciliar Popes, Sedevacantism, the present duty of 
Catholics, and other subjects — 680 pages, in paperback. Both Who Shall Ascend? and 
The Great Sacrilege are essential reading for serious-minded Catholics. 

• Who Shall Ascend ? $35.00 (P&H $3.00) 

• The Great Sacrilege $10.00 (P&rH $1.50) 

• You can receive both titles for $40.00 (P&rH $4.50) 

USE THE COUPON BELOW, ORDER BY CHECK OR MONEY ORDER 


Yes, please send me: copies of Who Shall Ascend? 

copies of The Great Sacrilege 

NAME 

STREET ADDRESS 

CITY STATE ZIP 

Enclosed is my check or money order for $ 

Payable to: PRIORY of ST. JOHN the BAPTIST Book Fund 
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A representative body , composed principally 
of respectable yoemanry is the best possible 
security to liberty. Any law rendering 
property insecure , would be injurious to them. 

Melancton Smith, 1788 




Every law , or resolution having the force 
of laWy shall relate to but one subject , and 
that shall be expressed in the title. 
Constitution of the 
Confederate States of America 
Article I, section 9, clause 20 


LIST 


THE GREAT 
COMMUNITARIAN 
HOAX 

by 

Jeri Lynn Ball 

Copyright © 1998 by Jeri Lynn Ball 


I 

How the Clinton-Gore 
Regime is Gaining Mass 
Support for a Totalitarian 
Dictatorship 

H itler and the N azi movement 
were once said to be the 
“apocalyptic riders of world 
annihilation,” but today the present 
administration is leading the nihil- 
istic quest for destruction, emblazon- 
ing large across its banners the 
grinning skull of socialism. 1 In their 
quest for massive and absolute power, 
our collectivist leaders are injecting a 
toxic philosophy into the minds of 
Americans, addicting them to the al- 
truist-collectivist creed, and prepar- 
ing the country ideologically for 
totalitarian socialism, i.e., rule by ter- 
ror and brute force. 

In 1992 the present administra- 
tion launched an unprecedented 
bombardment of propaganda, caus- 
ing moral havoc and social chaos on a 
mass scale. Drug abuse among teen- 
agers has soared: marijuana use has 


nearly doubled; cocaine use has sky- 
rocketed 166 percent; the use of LSD 
and other hallucino- 
gens has shot up a 
staggering 183 per- 
cent. Countless mil- 
lions are afflicted by a 
myriad of painful psy- 
chological problems, 
including anxiety, 
anic attacks, pho- 
ias, eating disorders, 
compulsive behavior, 
chronic depression, 
schizophrenia, and 
manic depressive psy- 
chosis. The ranks of 
the psychologically 
disabled are growing 
by leaps and bounds, and many people 
have become dependent upon psycho- 
tropic drugs, such as Prozac, 
Lithium, and Valium. More people 
than ever before are contemplating 
or committing suicide. Homosexual- 
ity and lesbianism are brazenly 
flaunted, and raw sex, obscene lan- 
guage, primitive music, ignorance, 
illiteracy, and the absence of parental 
discipline are commonplace in 
America. Almost fifty percent of male 
college students are binge or frequent 


binge drinkers; satanic cults and bi- 
zarre mystic rituals are on the rise; 
juvenile crimes are more vicious and 
violent; growing numbers of preda- 
tory gangs rove urban streets; prepu- 
bescent children are committing 
cold-blooded murder. 

Americans are plagued by skyrock- 
eting taxes, a soaring national debt, 
mushrooming government, racial 
and gender discord, broken homes, 
and crumbling schools and neighbor- 
hoods. Suffering from a massive over- 
dose of collectivism, the country is 
being gripped by the agonizing con- 
vulsions that are the prelude to cul- 
tural and economic collapse and the 
destruction of the nation. 

In every cultural area of this coun- 
try, from politics and economics to 
education and art, 
the ideas and trends 
are now similar to 
those in Germany 
just prior to Hitler’s 
seizure of power. 
America is no longer 
being guided by the 
American philoso- 
phy of the Rights of 
Man, but by the ideas 
of German philoso- 
phy. The people are 
relinquishing the 
American view and 
way of life, including 
economic freedom 
and individualism, i.e., the moral- po- 
litical concept that upholds the pri- 
macy of the individual and that 
regards man as a free, independent 
individual whose rights are inalien- 
able. Instead, they are embracing col- 
lectivism, i.e., the theory that the 
group, collective, or community has 
primacy over the individual. 

In Germany the philosophic ideas 
originated by German philosophers 
and spread by German intellectuals 
disarmed the people, caused the dis- 


The deadly doctrines 
and theories that de- 
stroyed Germany were 
imported into this 
country and into its 
colleges over a century 
ago and have increas- 
ingly shaped this 
society. 
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integration of Germany, and pre- 
pared it ideologically for a dictator. 
The deadly doctrines and theories 
that destroyed Germany were im- 
ported into this country and into its 
colleges over a century ago and have 
increasingly shaped this society. 
Guided by the ideas of German phi- 
losophy, America’s politicians and 
intellectuals are taking this country 
down the same road traveled by Ger- 
many decades ago and to the same 
destination — totalitarian dictator- 
ship. 

Today in America, there is a battle 
being waged for the soul of this na- 
tion. It is a life-and-death struggle 
between patriotic Americans and the 
dominant collectivist political and 
intellectual elites, who are hostile to 
our original American system, who 
are surrendering U.S. sovereignty, 
and who are promoting the conver- 
gence of the noncommunist coun- 
tries of the West with the Communist 
East. Patriotic Americans are fight- 
ing for individual liberty and national 
sovereignty and fighting to defeat 
communism, but many of them have 
undermined their own cause because 
they have unwittingly embraced the 
moral code of these collectivist elites 
and are following their lead. 

The Germans were a nation of de- 
cent, educated people, renowned for 
their cultural achievements and their 
modern, industrialized, civilized so- 
ciety. Just as collectivism reduced 
Germany to a state of mindless bar- 
barism, so it is having the same effect 
upon this country. A nation’s moral 
code determines its cultural trends, 
and its cultural trends determine its 
political and economic trends. In or- 
der to defeat socialism and all of its 
variants — Nazism, fascism, and 
communism — it is crucial to grasp 
the cultural trends of Germany dur- 
ing the early days of Nazism and to 
compare them with those of the 
United States today. The same basic 
ideas that shaped German society have 
been molding the character of Ameri- 
cans. Bill Clinton, A1 Gore, and their 
collectivist associates are perpetrat- 
ing on the people the same hoax that 
Hitler used to manipulate the Ger- 
man masses — the Great 
Communitarian Hoax. Hitler hoaxed 
the Germans in order to gain their 
faith and trust and to accomplish the 
seizure of power. Leaders of the 


present administration are using this 
diabolical hoax to achieve the same 
ends. 

The Roots of German 
Nazism 

G erman philosophy is the 
product of a handful of Ger- 
man philosophers. From the 
remote confines of their ivory tow- 
ers, they transmitted to German in- 
tellectuals an array of 
mind-wrecking, ego-killing philo- 
sophic ideas. It took over a century 
for the intellectuals, i.e., the humani- 
ties and social science professors, the 
teachers, and artists, to implant this 
philosophy of hatred 
and bloodlust into 
the minds of the 
Germans. These 
soul-destroying ideas 
empowered the Nazi 
criminals and dis- 
armed and demoral- 
ized the whole 
German people. 

By the early part of 
the twentieth cen- 
tury, the philosophic 
doctrines and beliefs 
present in Germany 
had prepared it ideo- 
logically for a dicta- 
tor. Communitarian 
ideals, including so- 
cial responsibility, the obligation to 
community, selfless service, and the 
duty to work for “the common good,” 
pervaded the culture. Adolf Hitler, a 
pathological liar, a ruthless dema- 
gogue, and an aspiring dictator, rec- 
ognized the deadly nature of these 
ideas and began to broadcast them at 
full volume throughout the nation. 
He pounded them into the minds of 
the Germans — jackhammer- like — 
and gained mass approval and support 
for his dictatorship. Robert Waite 
writes, “Both left and right rejected 
political individualism and endorsed, 
often with ecstatic intensity, the con- 
cept of community....” 2 

Hitler used these toxic philosophic 
ideas to obliterate the concept of man 
as a free, self-sufficient individual and 
to create a new kind of human being, 
a mindless, helpless robot who would 
submit voluntarily to his commands. 
His mission was to create a new world 


order consisting of the dominant 
elite, i.e., the masters, and the subju- 
gated masses, i.e., the slaves. Hitler 
and the Nazis indoctrinated the Ger- 
mans with Nazi propaganda; then 
using trickery and deception, they 
swiftly and skillfully executed a bold 
plan to seize legal and total control 
of the German government. 

America — On the Road 
to Totalitarianism 

H istory is repeating itself. The 
political and intellectual 
collectivist elites have been 
laying the foundation for totalitari- 
anism for many decades, instilling 
into the minds of 
Americans the 
philosophic ideas 
that have left them 
helpless and demor- 
alized, unable to pro- 
tect their freedom 
and rights or to stop 
the advance of the 
totalitarian state. 
Over the past six 
years, the Clinton- 
Gore regime has been 
reinforcing this 
foundation with a 
massive propaganda 
campaign, bombard- 
ing Americans with 
the same altruist- 
collectivist slogans that Hitler and 
the Nazis used to disarm the Ger- 
mans. These collectivist leaders are 
perpetrating a gigantic and mon- 
strous hoax on the American people, 
the same deadly deception Hitler and 
the Nazis used to enslave the Ger- 
man people. The aspiring dictators in 
our government are using this hoax 
to gain mass approval and mass sup- 
port for a totalitarian dictatorship. 

The Great Communitarian 
Hoax 

esignate certain groups, such 
as the poor, the homeless, 
The Children, and the eld- 
erly as “needy” in order to justify the 
creation of a voluntary service com- 
munity. 

Advocate communitarian ideals, 
including a sense of social responsi- 


Bill Clinton, A1 Gore, 
and their collectivist 
associates are perpe- 
trating on the people 
the same hoax that 
Hitler used to ma- 
nipulate the German 
masses — the Great 
Communitarian 
Hoax. 
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bility, a spirit of community, the ob- 
ligation to live selflessly in the ser- 
vice of others, and the duty to work 
for the common good. 

Denounce rational values, includ- 
ing personal ambition, self- develop- 
ment, intellectual training, 
self-reliance, practical success, indi- 
vidual happiness, and self-earned, 
private wealth. Persuade each person 
to sacrifice his individuality, i.e., wipe 
out his private ambitions, desires, and 
interests, merge himself into the 
community, and become one with it. 

Convince the people that the na- 
tion can raise its moral standards and 
create a perfect society by turning 
away from individualism to collectiv- 
ism, from a sense of I to a sense of we, 
from individual rights to a sense of 
duty and responsibility toward the 
community. 

Train the people to serve together, 
to live as one national community, 
and to value their local communities. 

Establish government-run 
schools to indoctrinate children with 
the altruist- collectivist morality and 
other government- approved propa- 
ganda. Make attendance and support 
compulsory. 

Train people to volunteer to per- 
form community service. Constantly 
urge them to practice greater selfless- 
ness. 

Gradually make volunteering 
mandatory. Use the principle of “vol- 
untary compulsion.” Confuse the 
masses and render them incapable of 
distinguishing between consent and 
coercion. 

Make national service compulsory. 

Federalize and militarize local po- 
lice. Establish community policing. 
Suppress freedom of expression and 
criminalize nonconformist speech 
and behavior, such as refusal to per- 
form community service. Establish a 
police- state concentration camp sys- 
tem to contain political opponents 
and dissenters. Use terror as a means 
of keeping everyone in line, threat- 
ening them with starvation, beatings, 
torture, and murder. 

Make the masses so intellectually 
helpless and so devoid of self-worth 
that they willingly submit to domi- 
nation by a dictator. Render them so 
mindless that they passively accept 
rule by brute force, the loss of their 
freedom, and terrorism and still feel 
that they re part of one big happy na- 


tional community. 

Establish a totalitarian dictator- 
ship by seizing total control of the 
government and regimenting the 
nation’s culture and institutions. 

It is crucial to understand the dic- 
tionary definitions of two key terms: 
community and 
communitarian. A 
community is w a so- 
cialistic or commu- 
nistic society.... 
communitarian is “a 
member of a commu- 
nity formed to put 
into practice commu- 
nistic or socialistic 
theories.” 3 

The philosopher 
Auguste Comte 
(1798-1857) coined 
the term altruism. 

Comte declares that 
the Love of God 
must be replaced by 
the Love of Human- 
ity and that Chris- 
tianity must give way 
to the Religion of 
Humanity. Altruism 
holds that selflessness 
is man’s highest vir- 
tue and value and that men must live 
selflessly in the service of others. In 
Comte’s view, society must discard 
individual rights and replace them 
with duty, duty towards all others. He 
believes that the government should 
forcefully cultivate a sense of social 
responsibility and a spirit of commu- 
nity. It must compel people to self- 
lessly serve their communities and 
work for “the common good. ” 

Comte regards men, not as ratio- 
nal, self-sufficient individuals, but as 
mere cells of a self-sustaining organ- 
ism, i.e., society, the community, the 
state. He was afflicted by many men- 
tal disorders, once tried to commit 
suicide, and could not perceive the 
difference between human society and 
a colony of ants. Proclaiming him- 
self the High Priest of Humanity, this 
“mad,” philosopher sought to impose 
his blueprint for a utopian society on 
all mankind. 4 

Collectivism holds that the group 
or collective, i.e., society, the com- 
munity, the state, etc., is the supreme 
entity. According to this theory, the 
individual is nothing, the community 
is all, and every citizen must dedicate 


his life to serving the whole. There 
are no rights, only duty, duty to work 
together and serve together. Collec- 
tivist leaders, the voices of the com- 
munity or government, believe that 
each individual is a mere cell in the 
vast societal organism and that they 
are endowed with 
special, mystic wis- 
dom. In their view, 
they have the right to 
plan every aspect of 
your life for you, in- 
cluding your occupa- 
tion, place of 
residence, status, and 
economic activities. 
They feel that they 
have the right to rob, 
coerce, intimidate, 
and even exterminate 
citizens in order to 
achieve “the common 
good.” 

In Germany, 
Adolf Hitler mobi- 
lized all of the re- 
sources of the nation 
to fight poverty. The 
Nazis trained the 
Germans to “con- 
nect” with others, 
participate in community service pro- 
grams, and sacrifice their time, 
money, and pleasures to help the 
needy. Likewise, the Clinton-Gore 
Administration has mobilized the 
human and industrial resources in 
America to fight poverty and help the 
poor. Just as Hitler designated cer- 
tain groups as “needy” in order to jus- 
tify the creation of a voluntary service 
community, so the present adminis- 
tration has sought to achieve the 
same end. 

These excerpts of speeches by 
Adolf Hitler, Nazi propaganda min- 
ister Paul Joseph Goebbels, Bill 
Clinton, A1 Gore and other collec- 
tivist leaders, show that they broad- 
cast the same communitarian slogans. 

For example, in 1944 Goebbels 
stated, “The difference between Na- 
tional Socialism [Nazism] and all 
previous systems... is that its starting 
point is the community, not the in- 
dividual... We do not see... things 
from the point of view of the indi- 
vidual, but from that of the commu- 
nity.” 5 

On July 16, 1992, Bill Clinton 
declared that “it’s time to change 


..•in 1944 Goebbels 
stated, “The difference 
between National So- 
cialism [Nazism] and 
all previous systems... 
is that its starting point 
is the community, not 
the individual... On 
July 16, 1992, Bill 
Clinton declared that 
“it’s time to change 
America... We will 
build an American 
community....” 
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America... We will build an Ameri- 
can community....” In Parade Maga- 
zine (April 11, 1993), Hillary Clinton 
said, “[W]e must think of ourselves 
as a community....” A1 Gore has 
stated, “When we bring the commu- 
nity of America together we will... 
renew this nation for generations to 
come.” 6 

Goebbels said that the basic prin- 
ciple used to persuade “the whole 
German people to follow us was a very 
simple one. It was ‘The Common 
Interest Before Self-Interest.’” In 
1935 Hitler declared “that the com- 
mon good should come before the 
good of the individual....” 

In Parade Magazine (December 
19, 1993), Bill and Hillary Clinton 
said, “Let us urge Americans... to join 
together to promote the common 
good.” 

Guided by the ideas of German 
philosophy, the Nazis urged the Ger- 
mans to turn away from their indi- 
vidual desires and pursuits and to obey 
the demand for greater selflessness. 
The Nazi criminals disarmed the 
people by convincing them that self- 
lessness was a virtue. Similarly, Bill 
Clinton and A1 Gore execrate indi- 
viduals for cultivating and practicing 
the virtue of selflessness. 

During the 1920s, the socialist 
philosopher, John Dewey, fought to 
discard America’s fundamental ideas, 
including, individualism, economic 
freedom, and the pursuit of private 
gain. Dewey and his adherents, the 
Progressive educators, used the pub- 
lic school system as the means to in- 
doctrinate an entire generation of 
Americans with the basic premises of 
German philosophy. Dewey believes 
that the basic goal of education “is 
the development of a spirit of social 
co-operation and community life. . . 
.” The objective is to develop the 
child’s “social capacity” by various 
means, such as “saturating him with 
the spirit of service....” 7 

Adolf Hitler called for “the train- 
ing of joy in responsibility” and for 
the “fulfillment of duty.” He said that 
the “Aryan is... greatest... in the ex- 
tent of his willingness to put all his 
abilities in the service of the commu- 
nity.” 

Hitler writes, “In giving one’s own 
life for the existence of the commu- 
nity lies the crown of all sense of sac- 
rifice... [A] word which magnificently 


designates this kind of activity: 
Pflichterfullung (fulfillment of duty); 
it means not to be self-sufficient but 
to serve the community... [A]ny man 
who loves his people proves it solely 
by the sacrifices which he is prepared 
to make for it.” 

At Penn State on May 10, 1996, 
Bill Clinton spoke about “inspiring a 
stronger, more united American 
community, rooted in 
a greater commit- 
ment to... commu- 
nity service.” On 
February 17, 1993, 

Clinton extolled 
“the virtues of hard 
work and sacrifice for 
the common good.” 

In his Proclamation 
on May 25, 1993, 

Clinton emphasized 
“the critical need for 
shared sacrifice in 
meeting the chal- 
lenges we face.” 

“Voluntary fulfill- 
ment of duty,” states Hitler, “has al- 
wavs determined the best men in their 

J 

actions....” He praises the “volunteer 
hero.” 8 

In a Proclamation issued on April 
12, 1997, Bill Clinton declared, 
“Citizen service is a vital force in 
American life, helping to build a 
stronger sense of community... [ W]e 
must continue to foster the spirit of 
volunteerism, making service the 
common expectation and experience 
of every American... Our mission is 
nothing less than to spark a renewed 
national sense of obligation, a new 
sense of duty, a new season of service. ” 

Adolf Hitler urged the Germans 
to become “a single community of 
sacrifice....” He declared that the 
individual’s duty is to give back “to 
the national community with honest 
industry what it has given him.” 

Similarly, on November 3, 1996, 
Bill Clinton declared, “And we still 
have work to do to bring this country 
together as one community.” On May 
10, 1996 he had said “...I hope you 
will go out into your community and 
find some way to give back some of 
what your country has given to you.” 

The Nazis sought to extinguish 
the people’s desire for a higher stan- 
dard of living by denouncing this pur- 
suit as greedy and “materialistic.” 
Instead, they urged the Germans to 


pursue the “spiritual values,” i.e., non- 
material values, of the nation. While 
the Germans toiled selflessly for their 
community and pursued the “higher 
spiritual values,” the Nazi gangsters 
enriched themselves. 9 

In America, the pious frauds run- 
ning our government are perpetrat- 
ing the same swindle, condemning 
individual gain and denouncing the 
rampant “greed” and 
“materialism” of 
Americans. While 
they train the people 
to pursue the “spiri- 
tual values” of the na- 
tion, they are 
brazenly enriching 
themselves. 

The Nazis trained 
the German people 
to develop a sense of 
“common purpose” 
and “unity,” and to 
become part of a 
community larger 
than themselves. The 
real goal was to achieve total “unity” 
of thought and action, i.e., the un- 
conditional obedience and blind con- 
formity of every citizen to Nazi party 
principles. 

Likewise, Bill Clinton talks about 
the importance of developing “a 
greater sense of common purpose.” 
He emphasizes the need “to rebuild 
our sense of unity and community 
around a shared ethic of responsibil- 
ity.” (Emphasis added.) A1 Gore urges 
us “to be a part of a community larger 
than ourselves.” 10 Like Hitler, Bill 
Clinton and A1 Gore are spreading 
the ideas that make men feel helpless 
and worthless, then convincing them 
that they can empower themselves by 
becoming part of a larger community. 
They are training Americans to com- 
mit individual suicide — to think 
uniformly, to behave uniformly, to be 
good slaves and submit blindly to gov- 
ernment regimentation. Of course, 
like Hitler, they aim to make chil- 
dren exact duplicates of one another, 
to wear uniforms, and to acquire the 
two traits most valued by totalitar- 
ians: blind conformity and uncondi- 
tional obedience. 

Besides creating countless local 
communities, Hitler strove to build a 
Volks gemeinsch aft, i.e., a “national 
community.” He planned to create a 
new social order and use it to “move 


They are training 
Americans to commit 
individual suicide — 
to think uniformly, to 
behave uniformly, to 
be good slaves and 
submit blindly to gov- 
ernment regimenta- 
tion. 
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eighty million Germans in a solid 
block, all marching in step....” This 
would enable him to realize his goal 
of a “N azified world. ” 

Using the same strategy, our gov- 
ernment planners have divided 
America into thousands of local com- 
munities, i.e., socialistic societies. 
These communities have each been 
assigned a six digit Community N um- 
ber, and FEMA, the Federal Emer- 
gency Management Agency, oversees 
certain operations with regard to 
them. Like the Nazis, leaders of the 
present administration are also build- 
ing a “national community” and are 
using it as the means to move 250 
million Americans, in a solid block, 
everyone marching in step, to achieve 
their totalitarian ends. 

At first volunteering to serve the 
community was voluntary, but it be- 
came compulsory after Hitler per- 
fected the concept of “voluntary 
compulsion.” In Germany the Nazis 
began to use the power of the gov- 
ernment, i.e., police power, to com- 
pel citizens to volunteer to serve the 
community. 11 Children as young as 
ten years of age, as well as their par- 
ents, were arrested if they refused to 
perform community service. 

Bill Clinton says that college stu- 
dents should serve their communi- 
ties and that community service 
should be “a part of the curriculum in 
high school and even in middle 
school. There are many creative ways 
to do this — including... making ser- 
vice part of the curriculum... or even 
requiring it, as Maryland does.” 
(Emphasis added.) All students in the 
state of Maryland must perform 75 
hours of community service; Miami 
demands 75 hours of volunteer work; 
Chicago plans to require 40 hours of 
unpaid service. Volunteering to per- 
form selfless service is now in vogue, 
and soon, with the guidance of col- 
lectivist leaders, indoctrinated indi- 
viduals will be shouting their approval 
of mandatory volunteering, i.e., com- 
pulsory forced labor. 

Our collectivist leaders are using 
the government-run educational sys- 
tem as a vehicle to gain monopoly 
control over the minds of youth. By 
downgrading intellectual training 
and de-emphasizing academic sub- 
jects, such as mathematics, language, 
logic, and history, they aim to elimi- 
nate independent thought. These 


socialist zealots are substituting more 
“relevant” subject matter: 
communitarianism, 
multiculturalism, and environmen- 
talism, i.e., eco-fascism. Children are 
learning that individuals do not count 
and that they must yield to the de- 
mands of the group and conform to 
its standards, habits, and attitudes, 
i.e., embrace collectivism. More em- 
phasis is being placed on selflessness 
and service. 

The power of the human brain 
surpasses that of the fastest computer. 
In order for his brain 
to function properly, 
an individual must be 
engaged in a process 
of self- development. 

He must grasp the 
appropriate facts of 
reality and become 
increasingly attuned 
to his own deepest 
needs and desires as 
he sets his goals and 
course of action. His 
mental well-being 
requires him to 
think, to grow, to 
discover his unique 
capacities and possi- 
bilities, and to 
achieve a strong 
sense of control over 
his existence. Con- 
stant personal growth is essential for 
his mental well-being. 

If a computer is infected with a bad 
virus, it will crash. Injecting 
communitarian ideals into a human 
brain is like infecting a computer with 
a devastating virus. The collectivist 
elite is implanting the 
communitarian ideal of selflessness in 
Americans because it is the most toxic 
concept known to mankind. A self- 
less person has learned to sacrifice his 
ambitions, his self-interest, his hap- 
piness, his self and is devoid of indi- 
viduality. Since he is not engaged in 
a process of self- development, he is 
unable to become a self-sufficient, 
independent individual. He cannot 
achieve and maintain his self-esteem, 
so he feels helpless and worthless. 
This is the kind of new human being 
the Nazis sought to create, a mind- 
less, helpless, obedient individual, a 
man without purpose, values, or self 
— a man they could enslave and domi- 
nate. Likewise, in America today, the 


Clinton-Gore regime is using the 
weapon of morality to shape the 
minds and attitudes of Americans and 
to achieve the same end. 

Leaders of the present administra- 
tion are deliberately broadcasting the 
deadly doctrines which are causing 
moral, psychological, and social dis- 
integration and which are leading to 
an epidemic of drug abuse. The grow- 
ing demand for illegal substances has 
given them the excuse they need to 
declare a “war on drugs.” The collec- 
tivist elite is using this mammoth 
drug war to militarize 
local police depart- 
ments, to utilize 
“strike force teams,” 
to expand commu- 
nity policing, to de- 
stroy constitutional 
protections, and to 
create a police state. 

The present ad- 
ministration is using 
Presidential Execu- 
tive Orders to expand 
the power of the fed- 
eral government and, 
ultimately, to estab- 
lish a totalitarian dic- 
tatorship. 
Presidential Execu- 
tive Order 13083, 
which has been sus- 
pended until our rul- 
ers figure out how to circumvent 
opposition to it, would render the 
Tenth Amendment null and void if it 
takes effect. Presidential Executive 
Order 12919, in effect, calls for the 
seizure of all this country’s electric 
power, food supplies and resources, 
transportation, health and welfare 
facilities, airports, railroads, etc., if 
there is a potential threat to this 
country’s security, such as a financial 
crisis or growing international ten- 
sion. This order calls for the FEMA 
Director to see to the “central coor- 
dination of the plans and programs 
incident to authorities and functions 
delegated under this order....” 

The Pursuit of National 
and Individual Suicide 

F rom its founding until the 
1930s, the dominant policy of 
this country was individualism 
and capitalism. It was during the thir- 
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ties that Americas founding ideals 
gave way to the altruist- collectivist 
philosophy. Franldin D. Roosevelt 
proposed a “New Deal” and used these 
measures to turn America into a wel- 
fare state. For the past seventy years 
this country has been guided by the 
ideas of German philosophy — by the 
moral code of altruism, the theories 
of collectivism, the doctrines of irra- 
tionalism, and the premise of statism, 
i.e., the principle or practice of con- 
centrating power in the state and, at 
the same time, suppressing individual 
freedom. 

This nation is now at the brink of 
cultural and economic collapse. Just 
as Hitler used the Great Depression 
as an opportunity to establish his dic- 
tatorship, so our collectivist leaders, 
who are manipulating the nation’s fi- 
nances, are counting on an economic 
depression in this country to intro- 
duce totalitarianism in America. The 
merging of every individual into the 
collective, unconditional obedience, 
and total regimentation are the path 
to national and individual suicide. 

America — A Nation of 
Individualism 

T he Founding Fathers created 
the first nation in history to 
be based on the primacy and 
sovereignty of the individual and the 
supremacy of individual rights. The 
American philosophy holds that the 
individual is the supreme entity in 
society and that he has the right to 
plan his own life. The individual re- 
quires economic freedom and 
achieves success by his own personal 
initiative and independent effort. He 
asserts his individuality by indepen- 
dent thought and by setting his own 
goals and course of action. 

In a free society, the single most 
important word is “I,” and the single 
most important concept is the 
individual’s inalienable right to his 
own life, liberty, property, and hap- 
piness. 

The two most important words are 
“1 want.” Every American has the 
right to think, to grow intellectually, 
to move forward, to better himself — 
to want to achieve his own self-made 
success and self-respect through self- 
development and self-reliance. 

The three most important words 


are reason, purpose, and self-respect. 
An individualist’s central purpose is 
productive work. He strives to develop 
his mind to the fullest in the pursuit 
of his own chosen career. He enjoys 
the experience of living because he 
constantly expands his knowledge 
and skills and has a firm sense of con- 
trol over his existence. 

The four most important words 
are “My mind requires freedom. ’’The 
rational mind re- 
quires freedom. Men 
can act rationally 
only in a free society 
in which the 
government’s sole 
function is the pro- 
tection of individual 
rights. No man can 
exercise his own ra- 
tional judgment nor 
act to achieve values 
with the cocked gun 
of an irrational bu- 
reaucrat aimed at his head. 

The five most important words are 
honesty, integrity, justice, productiv- 
ity, and pride, which are the virtues 
practiced by men whose goal is their 
own moral perfection. 

The six most important words are 
“I exercise my own rational judg- 
ment.” A rational man is guided by 
the facts of reality and not by public 
opinion polls nor the feelings, whims, 
and desires of others. 

America was a nation of individu- 
alism, of sovereign individuals, of in- 
dependent, self-sufficient men and 
women who owned their own minds, 
lives, work, and property. Our free and 
independent republic was created and 
sustained by individual action, indi- 
vidual genius, individual integrity, 
individual courage, and individual 
achievement. The people were the 
masters and the government was then- 
servant. 

The United States was the freest 
and most moral country in the world 
from the time of its founding until 
the 1930s. The rate of alcoholism and 
crime steadily dropped, depression 
was practically nonexistent, slavery 
was abolished, and the country had a 
highly educated work force. The 
people enjoyed an increasingly refined 
culture and a constantly rising stan- 
dard ofliving. The sole purpose of the 
government was the protection of 
man’s rights, including property 


rights. It did not take away one’s in- 
come for others. On the contrary, it 
zealously protected each citizen’s pri- 
vate income. There was no annual 
federal income tax before 1913, and 
the normal operation of the govern- 
ment was paid for by indirect taxes, 
such as import and excise taxes. The 
government upheld individual free- 
doms, including the freedoms of 
speech, press, and religion. 

The American 
people believed they 
had the right to take 
the actions necessary 
to support, enjoy, 
and fulfill their own 
lives. In this fabled 
land of opportunity, 
they used their minds 
to the fullest in the 
pursuit of their own 
personal interests 
and the making of 
their own private 
wealth. Their limitless ambition, 
their ingenuity and inventiveness, 
their spectacular scientific and tech- 
nological achievements were all the 
product of individual freedom. They 
were eager to achieve their own hap- 
piness and felt respect and good will 
toward others. 

In the past, the poor worked hard 
and strove to better themselves. They 
saved their money, sought to make 
wise investments, bought their own 
homes, and reached their peak earn- 
ings after years of perseverance and 
effort. The people did not demand 
unearned goods and services, such as 
homes, food stamps, and clothing, 
because they were poor. And the af- 
fluent did not offer to sacrifice their 
time, money, and lives to serve them. 
Early Americans admired self-reli- 
ance, intellectual growth, productiv- 
ity, and vehemently rejected 
handouts, subsidies, and other de- 
structive forms of the welfare state. 
They did not rob others of their self- 
confidence, happiness, and self-es- 
teem by giving them something for 
nothing, crippling their indepen- 
dence, undermining their will to 
achieve, and blocking their personal 
growth. 

There are a small number of indi- 
viduals in every society who are will- 
ing but unable to work, and they must 
depend upon family, church, and pri- 
vate charity. In a society whose domi- 
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nant policy is individualism and 
laissez-faire capitalism, i.e., a free so- 
ciety, men uphold the virtues and val- 
ues of a rational code of ethics, 
including kindness, sympathy, and 
authentic benevolence. In such a so- 
ciety, it is possible to accumulate sur- 
plus wealth and to provide 
non -sacrificial help to those who are 
unable to provide for themselves. It is 
a virtue to help a loved one and to 
provide temporary assistance to a 
friend or neighbor who is sick, starv- 
ing, or confronted by some over- 
whelming obstacle. 

It is a virtue to provide private 
(non-governmental) help to a 
stranger during an emergency, such 
as fire, flood, accident, or earthquake. 
This includes temporary assistance 
for someone who has lost his home. 
These sudden and unexpected events 
are limited in time, catastrophic in 
nature, and require immediate ac- 
tion. 12 Most cases of poverty and 
homelessness, however, are not the 
outcome of emergencies. In these in- 
stances, one can help those who are 
in straitened circumstances by giving 
them encouragement to work hard 
and to better themselves. 

The poor, the homeless, and the 
illiterate can be helped effectively by, 
among other things, reestablishing 
America as a constitutional republic, 
privatizing the government-run edu- 
cational system, phasing out the pro- 
grams of the welfare state, and 
instilling in Americans the moral 
ideals that once made this nation 
great. We must expose the 
communitarian hoax, reject the al- 
truist-collectivist morality, and edu- 
cate the whole country in every aspect 
of the principle of individualism. 

Individualists, who live by a ratio- 
nal code of ethics, value intellectual 
growth, constantly seek to expand 
their knowledge and skills, and 
achieve their own happiness by using 
their minds to the fullest. They take 
pride in living by the code of compe- 
tence and enjoy mastering the meth- 
ods and materials of their own chosen 
vocations or professions. They do not 
endeavor to make themselves brain- 
less by getting drunk, doing drugs, 
gambling, or engaging in casual sex. 
One of the longest research studies 
into adult mental health in Ameri- 
can history — The Grant Study of 
Adult Development — proves that 


career success and a happy, healthy 
personal life, i.e., deep friendships, 
marital harmony, etc., go hand in 
hand. These findings were reported 
in the October 1988 issue of Forbes. 

Thomas Edison learned early on 
to follow his own “real road.” His cre- 
ative purpose — to achieve success as 
a great inventor — was a lodestar that 
gave meaning and direction to his 
life. At the age of 
forty-two, he had 
good health, a loving 
wife, a happy home, a 
career he loved, his 
own fully equipped 
laboratory, and the 
admiration of the best 
men in the world. 

Edison, a firm be- 
liever in personal 
ambition, self-reliance, and practical 
success, was one of this country’s most 
renowned individualists. In his view, 
a man’s primary purpose was to love 
his work and to constantly seek to 
improve his product or performance, 
making it more efficient, creative, el- 
egant, refined, and so forth. His sec- 
ondary goal was to make money. 
Edison fully believed in the wage 
motive and the profit motive. His 
purpose was not to selflessly serve the 
community, but to invent, to earn 
money, and to make a profit so that 
he could support himself and his fam- 
ily and expand his business. 

The profit motive is an incentive 
that motivates men to make better 
machinery and tools, to cut costs, and 
to sell cheaper. The result is better 
jobs, higher wages, shorter working 
hours, and new comforts and conve- 
niences that become affordable to the 
vast majority of citizens. The wage 
motive is an incentive that motivates 
men to develop their skills and effi- 
ciency so that they can become more 
productive and command higher 
wages. 

Edison perfected thousands of in- 
ventions, including the light bulb 
and the electric generator. Samuel B. 
Pettengill writes, “In 1940... it was 
estimated that electric power alone 
in this country was performing work 
equal to the labor of 500,000,000 
men, each working eight hours a 
day....” 13 

Individualists, such as Thomas 
Edison and Henry Ford, have done 
immeasurable good for mankind, but 


that was not their goal. Their pur- 
pose was to pursue their own indi- 
vidual good, not to fulfill their “moral 
duty” to achieve “the common good.” 
Their brilliant inventions were not 
the product of government orders, 
threats, or compulsion, but of eco- 
nomic freedom and individual genius. 

The government does not create 
wealth. Government planners use 
controls and regula- 
tions to gain dictato- 
rial power over 
producers. They 
bleed them by taxes 
and seize their prop- 
erty. The planners 
replace abundance 
with poverty, ineffi- 
ciency, waste, and 
corruption. Their 
regulations choke private business. 
Their taxes and controls cut profits, 
destroy the incentive to produce, and 
cripple individual ability and indi- 
vidual effort. The planners make it 
impossible to achieve economic pros- 
perity and security. 

Collectivist planners have learned 
no useful trade or skills and are un- 
productive, predatory and parasitic. 
In the name of achieving “the com- 
mon good,” they use the power of the 
government (police power) to seize 
the wealth of producers, and then they 
themselves live off some of the loot 
and distribute the rest to their sup- 
porters. They use terms, such as 
American brotherhood, humanitari- 
anism, and community reinvestment, 
to describe their criminal acts. These 
bandits are not involved in produc- 
tion but in distributing material 
wealth they have robbed from 
hardworking taxpayers. 

The Clinton-Gore regime and its 
collectivist associates are perpetrat- 
ing the hoax of the century. They are 
unleashing upon the world incon- 
ceivable horrors and miseries, and al- 
ready there are untold psychological 
and physical casualties. We will win 
the battle against tyranny by expos- 
ing their hoax. We will stop the de- 
structive trend by rejecting the ideals 
of communitarianism and by rallying 
the people to fight on the battle- 
ground of ideas for the values that 
once made this country great. 

America was not created as a slave 
society. Americans were not selfless, 
and they did not sacrifice their lives 
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to serve the collective, i.e., the com- 
munity, the agents of government, or 
a globalist elite. We will defeat the 
aspiring dictators in our government 
by vehemently rejecting the term 
community, by refiising to perform 
community service, and by repudiat- 
ing collectivism and the concept of 
selflessness. We will ward off ruin, 
defy tyranny, and save this nation by 
spreading the truth and by reaffirm- 
ing our belief in the rights of man. 
With 250 million enlightened, in- 
telligent Americans, you can be sure 
that we will restore the American 
spirit and keep America the land of 
the free, the home of the brave, and 
the nation of individualism. 

The Voices of America’s Destruc- 
tion: And the Life Giving, Life- Cel- 
ebrating Antidote exposes “The 
Great Communitarian Hoax” and 
reveals the present administration’s 
twenty-one biggest brain-stopping 
lies. It offers you powerful intellec- 
tual ammunition and shows you how 
we can boldly stand up as individuals, 
join forces, become unstoppable, and 
win on the battlefield of ideas. 

II 

The Clinton-Gore 
Regimes Agenda For 
Destruction 

A 1 Gore writes, “I have come to 
believe that we must take bold 
and unequivocal action: we 
must make the rescue of the environ- 
ment the central organizing principle 
for civilization... [W]e are now en- 
gaged in an epic battle to right the 
balance of our earth... Adopting a 
central organizing principle — one 
agreed to voluntarily — means em- 
barking on an all-out effort to use 
every policy and program, every law 
and institution, every treaty and alli- 
ance, every tactic and strategy, every 
plan and course of action — to use, in 
short, every means to halt the de- 
struction of the environment....” 14 
The present administration is in 
fact using an array of totalitarian tech- 
niques and tactics, a conglomeration 
of communist and fascist programs, 
and a multitude of socialistic plans 
and policies — using, in brief, every 
means at its disposal to achieve the 


destruction our American republic 
and the seizure of power. The follow- 
ing summary will give you a general 
idea of its malevolent, tyrannical 
agenda. 

This administration is subjecting 
Americans to a sys- 
tematic process of in- 
doctrination and 
practicing Hitler’s 
“technique of the Big 
Lie.” Hitler declared, 

“[Sjomething of even 
the most insolent lie 
will always remain 
and stick. . . .” 15 The 
Voices of America s De- 
struction reveals the 
present 
administration’s twenty- one biggest 
brain- stopping lies and shows that 
most of what they are saying is stick- 
ing. 

Hitler and the Nazis gained total 
control of the media and achieved the 
Nazification of the entire culture, 
using the press, radio, the arts, lit- 
erature, and films to shape the atti- 
tudes of the Germans. In America 
today, leaders of the present admin- 
istration are using, in addition to 
these means, powerful new instru- 
ments of communication — televi- 
sion, computers, the Internet, and 
satellites — to put this nation into a 
Communist-Nazi strait jacket. 

Our collectivist leaders are using 
environmental laws to seize or con- 
trol private property and to regulate 
private business. Under the guise of 
“saving the earth’s environment” and 
stopping crime, they are forming al- 
liances with nations, such as Russia 
and Red China, whose communist 
systems have already brought about 
widespread pollution and ecological 
catastrophes. 

The globalist environmental elit- 
ists’ agenda for the U.S. includes a 
plan for “sustainable living,” depopu- 
lation, enslavement, and human-in- 
habited islands surrounded by vast 
regions designated as natural wilder- 
ness areas. Almost one-third of 
America’s land is already owned by the 
federal government, and it is using 
every possible law and policy to ex- 
pand the public domain. Industrial- 
ized, capitalist nations are the most 
sound ecologically and have the least 
pollution. Socialism, i.e., govern- 
ment ownership or control of land and 


production has resulted in environ- 
mental degradation and massive pol- 
lution in every country that has tried 
it. The socialist environmentalists 
aspire to end private ownership of 
land and production. We will suffer 
every environmental 
catastrophe pre- 
dicted by the eco- 
fascists if they are 
successful in their at- 
tempts to end the 
original American 
system. The real goal 
of these nihilists is 
not to improve the 
environment but to 
control every human 
being on this planet, 
to enslave and rule, to terrorize and 
destroy — to destroy for the sake of 
destruction. Some of the most deadly 
and destructive eco- terrorist acts in- 
clude those committed by radical en- 
vironmentalists in Vail, Colorado, 
and the series of Unabomber attacks 
by Theodore Kaczynski. According to 
a report in The American Spectator 
(June 1996), A1 Gore’s book, Earth 
in the Balance, was discovered in his 
shack, with parts underlined in pen- 
cil and numerous notes written in the 
margins. 

Government planners have 
adopted the ten planks of the com- 
munist platform and are using, 
among other things, the following 
means to achieve their ends: the fed- 
eral income tax, the inheritance tax, 
and other means “to wrest, by de- 
grees, all capital” from private own- 
ers; the “Federal Reserve System and 
government controls of credit and 
interest rates;” asset forfeiture or the 
confiscation of private property; gov- 
ernment control of the educational 
system. 16 

The Clinton-Gore regime and its 
collectivist associates are achieving 
the Nazification and communization 
of both the schools and the police. 
They are capturing the minds of youth 
and of the police by a process of sys- 
tematic indoctrination. The focus is 
on “character-building,” i.e., regi- 
menting the “character” to unques- 
tioning acceptance of their 
collectivist-statist political prin- 
ciples. They are putting together the 
organizational apparatus to train 
community policemen, as well as 
implementing their plan to achieve 
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dictatorial control over education 
with programs, policies, and laws, 
such as The Goals 2000: Educate 
America Act and the School to Work 
Opportunities Act (SWO). 

The present administration has 
been unrelenting in its quest for uni- 
versal health care. Since one- seventh 
of the economy is concerned with 
health care, control of this industry 
would greatly expand its power over 
the people. Government planners are 
implementing their plan for managed 
care and are redistributing health care 
from the insured to the uninsured, 
from U.S. citizens to non-citizens, 
and from responsible people to those 
afflicted by infectious diseases caused 
by drug addiction and promiscuity. 
Following the Nazi model, they are 
reducing the length of medical stud- 
ies by two years, pushing the use of 
“physician's assistants,” and encour- 
aging medical schools to de- empha- 
size scholastic achievement and place 
more emphasis on selfless service. The 

E lanners are destroying the best 
ealth care system in the world. 

In the September 1998 issue of 
Middle American News Robert Hol- 
land writes, “Already, a 1996 law au- 
thorizes the administration to issue 
every American a ‘unique health iden- 
tifier,' an ID with a biometric mark... 
which would enable the feds to keep 
track of the medical histories of all 
Americans on a national database. 
With the Executive Order [13083] 
mandating ‘uniformity,' such a sys- 
tem easily could be merged with other 
federal data collection efforts to man- 
date a single, all-telling national ID 
card that all citizens would have to 
carry.” 

Government planners have con- 
ceived and implemented another 
strategy to destroy our American re- 
public; that is, to repopulate this 
country with immigrants from Third 
World socialist nations. The planners 
are not protecting our borders and 
have extended what amounts to an 
open invitation to these immigrants. 
The flood of immigrants is being 
lured here with an array of social- wel- 
fare benefits and special treatment. 
Many of the new arrivals reject as- 
similation and cling to their own lan- 
guage and primitive, collectivist 
customs. The present administration 
is using this invasion by socialist im- 
migrants to obliterate America's cul- 


ture, language, and tradition. 

The Clinton- Gore regime is co- 
operating politically, economically, 
and militarily with communist Rus- 
sia, the other “former” Soviet Bloc 
republics, and Red China. It is bind- 
ing these nations closer to the United 
States by giving them billions of dol- 
lars in the form of cash, investments, 
loans, and high-tech equipment. Our 
leaders have sold U.S. equipment and 
sensitive technology to Red China, 
which, as a result of their treasonous 
acts, now has the capability of launch- 
ing a missile attack against this coun- 
try. At the same time, they are 
dismantling and demoralizing our 
own military. This administration is 
surrendering the sovereignty and in- 
dependence of the United States and 
plans to join together with these 
communist nations to create a global 
totalitarian empire. 

These “one-world-global ideolo- 
gists” have crafted a 
blueprint for total 
world government, 
and they have made 
considerable progress 
in laying the founda- 
tion for their “new 
world order.” Our 
globalist leaders are 
empowering the UN 
and working to cre- 
ate a “community of 
nations.” Architects 
of the new world or- 
der plan to make 
countries economi- 
cally interdependent 
by creating regional 
entities, such as the 
North American Free Trade Agree- 
ment (NAFTA), the General Agree- 
ment on Tariffs and Trade (GATT), 
the European Union (EU), and other 
UN affiliated trade blocs, then merg- 
ing all of them into a one-world gov- 
ernment. Since globalist 
bureaucracies control trade, it is not 
“free trade.” Furthermore, there is no 
such thing as “free trade” between 
predatory communist nations and 
capitalist countries, on which they 
prey. The GATT agreement and 
NAFTA were ostensibly enacted to 
promote “free trade,” but in fact they 
are forcing or inducing companies to 
shift production overseas, destroying 
American jobs, and making this coun- 
try dependent upon other nations for 


food and manufactured goods. The 
globalist elite plans to force the 
United States, as well as the other 
nations of the world, to commit na- 
tional suicide, dissolve their national 
boundaries, and merge themselves 
into a world government ruled by the 
United Nations. 

Ill 

The “Strong, United, 
Caring” Community: 

An Unreal, Deceptive, and 
Deadly Facade 

T he collectivist political and 
intellectual elites are manipu- 
lating the minds of Ameri- 
cans with an array of brain- stopping 
lies, myths, and slogans. Their assault 
on the individual and 
their glorification of 
community are in- 
tended to create a 
pervasive and perma- 
nent state of mass 
mindlessness and a 
willingness to submit 
to their authority. 
Defiantly rejecting 
the facts of social re- 
ality and the values 
required by human 
life, they are fighting 
for total authority to 
plan and control the 
lives of all Americans. 

The Nazis culti- 
vated a sense of com- 
munity and a spirit of social 
cooperation with myths, rituals, and 
campaigns, such as the Strength 
through Joy movement and the an- 
nual Winterhilfe ritual. With a view 
to instilling greater selflessness, they 
used the media to create “a wave of 
publicity” for this ritual, which lasted 
from October to March. The Ger- 
mans were expected to go door-to- 
door to collect food, money, and 
clothing for the poor. The purpose of 
the Strength through Joy movement 
was to promote universal participa- 
tion in community sports, theater, 
clubs, lectures, tours, and recreation. 
In addition, the Nazi party organized 
the Hitler Youth, which placed great 
emphasis on “community and part- 
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nership in the service of the entire 
German people.” Children were 
trained to submit to the dictation of 
career paths by the government and 
to participate in national labor ser- 
vice and environmental programs . 17 

The Nazis used the concept of 
community to instill fanatical loyalty, 
weld the people together, create unity 
of thought, and achieve uncondi- 
tional conformity arid devotion. Set- 
ting up a military-like chain of 
command for “all phases of economic, 
political, and social life in Germany,” 
the Nazi party succeeded in “impos- 
ing on its people the most rigid, un- 
compromising, and autocratically 
controlled straitjacket ever devised by 
the human mind.” 

After a century of being saturated 
with the ideas of German philosophy, 
Germany was seething with hatred, 
awash with mind- altering drugs and 
mystic cults, and torn by crime, vio- 
lence and murder. During the early 
days of Nazism, there were countless 
warring groups, including “gay rights” 
groups, “antigay” groups, anti-tech- 
nology groups, rich groups, and poor 
groups . 18 The Nazis used draconian 
methods and penalties to curtail the 
conflict, curb the “crime crisis,” and 
restore “order.” They used the moral 
havoc and social strife to justify the 
creation of a system of terror. 

The Nazis, whose top leaders in- 
cluded criminals and “notorious ho- 
mosexual perverts,” increasingly 
relied upon the instrument of terror 
and constant surveillance by the uni- 
formed regular police, the “Orpo,” 
i.e., militarized community Thought 
Police. Heinrich Himmler “set up the 
organizational apparatus for system- 
atic indoctrination” of these police- 
men, who had daily contact with the 
people and who were to become the 
agents “on every street corner” and 
in every community. The purpose of 
the training sessions was “to train the 
police as a ‘combat unit ’ which ‘would 
consider and interpret each problem 
confronting it in accordance with 
National Socialist [Nazi] feelings, 
thoughts, and actions.’” The police 
officer was trained to develop a blind 
and fanatical devotion to 
communitarian ideals and to the 
community. The brainwashing “in- 
cluded an attempt to redefine the re- 
alities of the world around him and 
to produce attitudes based on politi- 
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their homes, schools, and businesses 
and transported to slave labor camps 
or to concentration camps, where 
they were beaten, subjected to grue- 
some medical experiments, tortured, 
or exterminated. 


cal bigotry, racial prejudice, and the 
tendency to obey unconditionally or- 
ders given him.” 

The Nazi jurist, Dr. Walter 
Hamel defined “the Nazi concept of 
what police should be: ‘One must 
never forget that... all police activity 
has a final political aim: to curb the 
free activity of the individual by 
threats and application of immediate 
force if such activity is detrimental to 
the nation.’” 

The community policemen be- 
came tools of the Gestapo, i.e., the 
Secret State Police. 

Their job was to de- 
tect, investigate, re- The Clinton- Gore re 
port, and combat . . t 

“suspicious” and gime sanctions homo 


History Is Repeating Itself 


T 


“subversive” activi- 
ties, “political 
crimes,” and “antiso- 
cial” behavior. The 
facts show that 
Himmler’s basic goal 
was “to extend state 

control over the 

populace, broaden 
surveillance of the people, strengthen 
totalitarian rule in Germany, and 
enhance his own position....” 

A psychological atmosphere of 
fear, anxiety, terror, and suspicion 
pervaded every community. The Ger- 
mans became fearful of expressing 
views that were at odds with Nazi po- 
litical principles even in the privacy 
of their own homes. Schoolchildren 
were taught to hate and spy on their 
own parents and to become inform- 
ers for the Nazis. People who devi- 
ated from the norm, i.e., those who 
failed to perform their “spiritual du- 
ties” to the community and to show 
enthusiastic support for community 
activities, were regarded as “antiso- 
cial.” 

The N azi thugs criminalized non- 
conformist speech and behavior. Ger- 
mans who refused to accept 
standardization, regimentation, and 
the loss of their freedom and who ex- 
pressed views that were socially and 
politically “incorrect,” i.e., that were 
at variance with communitarian ide- 
als and Nazi political principles, were 
branded as “political” criminals or 
“community aliens.” They were 
singled out by community police or 
by the Gestapo, “visited with terror,” 
and subjected to draconian punish- 
ments . 19 Citizens were seized from 


sexuality in the 
military and has ap- 
pointed many homo- 
sexuals to high 
bureaucratic positions. 


he voluntary service commu- 
nity is an unreal, deceptive, 
and deadly facade and is be- 
ing used as the means to gain total 
control over the mind and activities 
___ of every individual. 

Some politicians and 
intellectuals in 
America are know- 
ingly following the 
blueprint of the to- 
talitarian state, oth- 
ers unwittingly. 
Using a Nazi-like 
“sales campaign” to 
generate popular ap- 
proval and support, 
they are “selling” the 
concept of commu- 
nity, the policy of community polic- 
ing, and the idea of federalized and 
militarized police departments in this 
country. 

In October each year, on Make a 
Difference Day, Americans are being 
asked to improve their communities 
and to reach out and help the poor; 
however, millions of people volunteer 
daily to serve their communities. 
Collectivist leaders are cultivating a 
spirit of community by whipping up 
passionate enthusiasm for countless 
community activities, such as com- 
munity sports, recreation, theatrical 
productions, tours, lectures, and 
“Farmer’s markets.” The Boys & 
Girls Clubs of America is a rapidly 
growing youth development organi- 
zation which promotes programs, 
such as “career exploration,” environ- 
mental education, and training in 
community service. The Boys & 
Girls Clubs and The Big Brothers 
Big Sisters of America appear to be 
the counterparts of the Hitler Youth 
in Germany and are carrying out simi- 
lar functions. 

The Clinton-Gore regime sanc- 
tions homosexuality in the military 
and has appointed many homosexu- 
als to high bureaucratic positions. 
Some leaders and former high-rank- 
ing officials of this administration 
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have been accused or convicted of 
criminal acts. In various ways they 
have facilitated drug trafficking and 
drug-related crime and corruption. 
Claiming to be fighting a “war on 
drugs and crime,” they are proposing 
drastic new measures to solve these 
drastic problems. New hate crime laws 
and “crime prevention” have been 
proposed to restore “law and order.” 
Just as the Nazis used the escalating 
war on crime to justify the creation of 
a system of terror, so our collectivist 
leaders are pursuing the same deadly 
agenda. 

The Clinton-Gore regime is 
pushing for legislation that would 
give Federal prosecutors the author- 
ity to prosecute hate crimes perpe- 
trated because of the gender, race, 
sexual orientation, or disability of vic- 
tims. U.S. attorneys around the coun- 
try would form task forces. Joining 
together with local and state officials 
they would coordinate the investiga- 
tion and prosecution of hate crimes, 
assist in the training of officers to 
detect or identify hate crimes, and 
promote the reporting of such activi- 
ties deemed unlawful by the govern- 
ment. 

Crimes such as murder, rape, and 
theft are already illegal, and in some 
states, premeditated murder is pun- 
ishable by death. The ostensible pur- 
pose of hate- crime laws is to prevent 
intimidation of certain groups. There 
can be no doubt that the real goal of 
totalitarian is to put together the 
organizational apparatus necessary to 
systematically train and indoctrinate 
policemen, to prepare them to be- 
come part of a militarized community 
Thought Police, to make them tools 
of the federal government, and to re- 
define their duties to include com- 
bating “subversive” activities, 
investigating “political” crimes, and 
spreading political propaganda 
throughout their communities and in 
the schools. 

At a conference on school safety 
on October 15, 1998, Bill Clinton 
stated, “Today, I am pleased to an- 
nounce a new $65-million initiative 
to help schools hire and train 2,000 
new community police and school 
resource officers to work closely with 
principals and teachers and parents 
and the students... Community po- 
licing has helped to make our streets 
safe; it can work for our schools, too.” 
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Task forces now investigate lawful 
political and religious groups whose 
activities appear to be “suspicious.” 
Already, some constitutionalists and 
members of the 
Christian right have “ 1 — — 
been called “mili- 
tant,” and citizens 
who decry this 
administration’s 
treasonous and 
criminal activities 
are being branded as 
“right-wing extrem- 
ists.” 

Attorney General 

Janet Reno states, 

“We have seen so much done through 
community policing, through com- 
munities devising howthey want their 
police to respond....” 20 The present 
administration advocates the wide- 
spread use of community police, task 
forces, and “strike force teams,” com- 
posed of federal, state and local law 
enforcement agents, as a means to deal 
with our “crime crisis.” 

Columnist Paul Craig Roberts 
writes in his column, “The botched 
raid in Waco,” that Attorney Gen- 
eral Janet Reno is “the woman who 
killed more people than Billy the 
Kid.” In his column titled “The Ge- 
stapo empowerment bill,” he says, 
“Few groups in the U.S. have matched 
the acts of terror committed by the 
FBI at Waco, Texas, and Ruby Ridge, 
Idaho.” 

There has been an escalation of the 
militarization of local police depart- 
ments, i.e., the merging of military 
and law enforcement functions. 
Forces of the ATF, wearing masks 
and black flak suits and equipped with 
machine guns, “have been breaking 
into homes in the middle of the night 
on suspicion of illegal arms posses- 
sion and brutally maltreating the in- 
habitants. . . .” The victims in those 
cases were found innocent. 21 It is not 
known how many citizens are now 
being subjected to warrantless 
searches at gun point or otherwise 
being deprived of their inalienable 
individual rights by the government, 
which is no longer bound down by 
the chains of the Constitution, which 
is fighting for unlimited power, and 
which is now more dangerous than 
any criminal on the street. 

SWAT teams are already conduct- 
ing “high risk warrant work,” which 


“Few groups in the 
U.S. have matched the 
acts of terror commit- 
ted by the FBI at 
Waco, Texas, and 
Ruby Ridge, Idaho.” 


includes “no knock entries.” If the day 
comes when you can be accused of 
“politically incorrect” thought 
crimes, you won’t have to worry about 
the midnight knock 
on the front door; it 
will be smashed down 
and you will be sub- 
jected to the incon- 
ceivable brutality and 
terrors of the totali- 
tarian state. 

George L. Mosse 
writes, “[T]he Nazi 
party, like the spider 
in its web, controlled 
all the lifelines of the 
nation.” Hitler achieved despotic, 
iron-handed totalitarian government 
power and autocratically asserted that 
there was going to be “no license, no 
free space, in which the individual 
belongs to himself.” 22 The Clinton- 
Gore regime and its collectivist asso- 
ciates, like predatory spiders, are 
spinning a gigantic local- national- 
world-wide web of strong, united, 
caring communities — a massive glo- 
bal totalitarian trap from which no 
one will be able to escape. 

The leaders of the present admin- 
istration and their communist allies 
are accelerating their malevolent 
agenda and soon they will become in- 
vincible. Kenneth W. Sollitt cor- 
rectly states, “Whether or not you 
lose your freedom depends on how you 
use it now.” 23 

IV 

The Moral, Reality- 
Oriented, Life- 
Celebrating Alternative 
to the Collectivist Utopian 
Community 


A! 


free society, i.e., capitalism, 
is based on the recognition 
.and protection of individual 
rights in which all property is pri- 
vately owned. It permits men to deal 
with one another as free, independent 
individuals and to live according to 
their own plans. It is the only social 
system that works because it is deter- 
mined by the nature of reality. Paul 
L. Poirot writes, “Individuals try to 
look after themselves and their fami- 
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lies and their friends. They seek food, 
shelter, companionship, and all sorts 
of things. That is why a person works 
— to satisfy those wants. And the rea- 
son why people voluntarily exchange 
goods and services with one another 
is that such trading helps to satisfy 
personal wants....” 

“A person generally likes to spe- 
cialize at the work he does best and 
doesn’t want to be told to do some- 
thing else. But in order to live in his 
own way, he needs some cooperation 
from other people. And he bargains 
for that cooperation. He offers to 
trade some or his specialized services 
or some of what he produces, in ex- 
change for what he wants from them . ” 

A free market is any place where 
people trade their products or services 
by voluntary consent. There are no 
government controls or regulations, 
and prices are determined by supply 
and demand. The value of a man’s 
work and services is determined by 
what others willingly decide to offer 
in exchange for what he is offering. 
Capitalists advocate free trade in 
which men are willing participants in 
an exchange and oppose government 
compulsion or unwilling exchange. 

In an individualist- capitalist soci- 
ety, men deal with one another by ra- 
tional means, including bargaining, 
discussion, and persuasion. The rela- 
tionships among all men are volun- 
tary, and compulsion or force is 
forbidden. Every individual has the 
right to disagree with others. He has 
the right to refuse to trade — to de- 
cline to buy a product, to quit a job, 
and so forth. 

It must be emphasized that an in- 
dividual “must have control of his own 
life before he can bargain... Not only 
must the person be free to work for 
himself, but he must also be free to 
keep the products of his labor and his 
bargaining — free to own and con- 
trol what is properly his own private 
property.” 24 

Group warfare and hate-motivated 
violence have been spawned by col- 
lectivism and statism. It will end with 
the restoration of our free and inde- 
pendent constitutional republic and 
with a renewed commitment to indi- 
vidualism and laissez-faire capitalism. 
There is no such thing as group 
rights, such as consumers’ rights, 
minority rights, disabled American 
rights or gay rights. There are only 
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individual rights, the inalienable 
right to life, liberty, and the pursuit 
of happiness, the right to support, 
fulfill, and enjoy one’s own life — the 
right to acquire, keep, use, and dis- 
pose of one’s own private property. No 
man has the right to claim special 
rights by virtue of belonging to some 
group, to empower him self, to enslave 
producers, to violate their rights, and 
to force them to provide him with a 
job, food, home, education, or medi- 
cal care. The government has no right 
to infringe upon individual rights by 
discriminating for him at the expense 
of others. Government planners are 
using schemes, such as racial quotas, 
“community reinvestment” programs, 
and mandated health care for immi- 
grants to empower themselves and 
their supporters and to disempower 
their opponents. 

America was a nation of individu- 
alism, and early Americans vehe- 
mently rejected the funds, programs, 
and other forms of the welfare state. 
They were men and women of inde- 
pendent judgment and high self-es- 
teem, and they did not seek unearned 
wealth, privileges, and prestige. The 
moral, psychological, political, and 
economic disintegration in this 
country today can be stopped by re- 
jecting collectivism. America will 
once again become a country of indi- 
vidualism when Americans learn to 
value their own individuality, become 
self-reliant, independent individuals, 
pursue their own happiness, and 
achieve self-esteem, Every individual 
can look forward to enjoying the ex- 
perience of living in benevolent co- 
existence with others when the power 
of the government is reined in and its 
actions are strictly defined and lim- 
ited to protecting individual rights. 
In an individualist- capitalist society, 
groups are not granted special privi- 
leges by the government. In such a 
society, men are not judged by their 
race, gender, or genes, but by their 
willingness to think and work — by 
their personal initiative, intellectual 
training, and productive achieve- 
ments. 
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• Why the Government bailed out Mexico? 
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product in the store? 
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• Why the Government institutes more gun laws? 
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without one single congressman having read it? 
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• How the EC and NAFTA are the same thing? 
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OUR MILITARY HAS 
SURVIVED WORSE 
CRISES... 

But others have not 

by 

Dr. Gerald 


Straining Against the 
Muzzle 

A deb ate is raging over the land. 
I do not mean the debate over 
the impeachment in the 
House and trial in the Senate of the 
President, but one nearly as impor- 
tant. LCOL PaulPerrone, an active- 
duty army officer answers (“Our 
military has survived worse crisis...,” 
12/6/98 Wash. Times) LCD R Bryan 
McGrath (“Injecting military into 
politics,” 11/13/98 Wash. Times), 
another active duty officer, on the 
question of the right of individual 
military members to express, publicly, 
a critical opinion of their commander 
in chief. 

McGrath claims that other active 
duty officers have erred in expressing 
their views in public that the Presi- 
dent should be impeached. For ex- 
ample, Marine MAJ Daniel J. Rabil 
(Wash. Times 11/9/98, “Please, im- 
peach my commander in chief”) and 
Marine MAJ Shane Sellers (Navy 
Times 10/19/98, “Time to send 
Clinton to the showers”). He believes 
that these active duty military offic- 
ers have “...crossed the line into an 
area of dangerous conduct,” claiming 
that the result could be “...anarchy.” 
Perrone correctly places 
McGrath’s criticism in the proper 
place. “Chances of a military coup in 
the U.S. are infinitesimal, but in 
some quarters fears of such seem to 
run rampant.” 

Both of these contestants, as well 
as the American public, should re- 
fresh themselves on recent history. 


L. Atkinson 


Much could be learned about the con- 
duct of a principled military in the 
face of a rising tide of socialism in 
Germany. Let’s go back to the late 
1930s. 

Before Adolph Hitler began 
World War II by taking over Austria 
and invading 

Czechoslovakia, the 
German General 
Staff — headed by 
General Ludwig 
Beck — was ada- 
mantly opposed 
(. History of The Ger- 
man General Staff 
1657-1945 , Walter 
Goerlitz, Praeger, 

1953) to waging a 
world war. They be- 
lieved that there 
could be “...only one 
conclusion, since a 
multi-front war in- 
evitably spelled the 
end of Germany.” 

General Beck was not a National So- 
cialist (Nazi). But like all the gener- 
als, he had to accept the fact of Hitler’s 
enormous popularity. Hitler still had 
the “...love and confidence of the 
great mass of [German] people.” 

General Beck, after expounding 
his views to Hitler, and being rebuffed 
by the lecture that “...the Army was 
the instrument of the statesman, and 
that its duty was to find a way of car- 
rying out...” Hitler’s tasks, “not to 
discuss them,” made a momentous 
personal decision. He declared that 
“...he would take no responsibility for 
orders which he did not approve and 


thereupon decided, as Chief of the 
General Staff, to sound the alarm 
both for Germany and for the world.” 
He was determined to force Hitler 
into a fundamental change of course. 

Shortly before the invasion of 
Czechoslovakia, General Beck wrote 
(p. 329) to his Army generals, “The 
leaders of the Wehrmacht will incur 
the guilt of shedding human blood 
unless they are guided both by their 
expert knowledge and their con- 
science. The limit to their soldierly 
duty of obedience is set at that point, 
where their conscience and sense of 
responsibility forbids them to carry 
out their orders.” 

In a secret meeting of the General 
Staff, Beck wrote that “In order to 
safeguard our position before history 
and to keep the repute of the Supreme 
Command of the Army unstained, I 
hereby place on record that I have re- 
fused to approve any warlike adven- 
tures of the National Socialists.” A 
coup d’etat was in its formative stage. 

When Hitler learned of this situ- 
ation, he gathered 
the Chiefs of Staff of 
the various Army 
groups and Corps to 
a meeting where he 
drove a wedge be- 
tween the older and 
younger generation 
of Staff Officers. 
Hitler knew that the 
General Staff could 
not make its views 
known to the public. 
It was he “...who had 
the obedience of the 
masses... When he 
spoke to those masses 
he could still leave 
them in akind of daze 
of blind obedience...” General Beck 
resigned. 

His replacement, Lieutenant- 
General Franz Haider, was a 
“...Christian and a descendant of an 
old officers’ family, for whom the mili- 
tary oath had for generations been 
almost a sacrament.” He continued 
General Beck’s opposition to Hitler’s 
grand design and devised secret plans 
for a coup d’etat. 

Events which culminated in the 
nearly bloodless defeat of Czechoslo- 
vakia completely overtook these 
plans. “The masses had cheered 
Hitler raptuously when he brought 


President William 
Jefferson Clinton is 
obviously not a Hitler. 
He is, however, a 
committed modern 
liberal with “social jus- 
tice,” the rallying cry 
of those who would 
lead us to socialism, as 
his guiding light. 
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them peace and bread.” Hitler was 
Germany’s destiny both for good and 
evil. 

President William Jefferson 
Clinton is obviously not a Hitler. He 
is, however, a committed modern lib- 
eral with “social justice,” the rallying 
cry of those who would lead us to so- 
cialism, as his guiding light. He is 
also trampling on the Anglo-Ameri- 
can “rule of law” by virtue of his pos- 
sible escape from impeachment 
because of his “favorable job perfor- 
mance rating” due to a healthy 
economy (“peace and bread”). As 
Balint Vazsonyi ( Americas 30 Years 
War: Who is Winning?) informs us, 
this direction is steadily and ultimately 
toward a totalitarianism, the likes of 
which we have only recently defeated 
in a Cold War. In my book, The New 
Totalitarians , I have attempted to 
place this recent push toward totali- 
tarianism in the context of the power 
elite of the Boomer generation. 

Today, unfortunately, it is the 
LCDR McGraths in our military 
whom we must fear, not those whom 
he criticizes. Why? Because our mili- 
tary has already been politicized — 
from the top down. The Clinton ad- 
ministration has conducted a “politi- 
cal purge” of all who hold the 
traditional view of honor. What re- 
mains is a cadre of flag rank leader- 
ship which acts on its career interests, 
not principle. 

This “leadership” example spills 
over to a younger cadre of officers who 
see the benefit of plotting a career 
path based on “political” favor rather 
than on principled actions based on 
traditional values. In fact, the mili- 
tary promotion system has been in- 
vaded by politicians who now screen 
promotions all the way down to 0-4 
(LT to LCDR) and who have in- 
jected the use of “unsubstantiated al- 
legations” as evidence of unfitness for 
promotion — all contrary to past 
practice and constitutional author- 
ity 

Young officers who still believe 
that honor is the key to military ser- 
vice are leaving the services in droves. 
They sense that the fish is rotting 
from the head. Honor ( Albions Seed , 
David Hackett Fischer, pp. 82.) as 
virtue (an honorable person never lies, 
cheats, steals, or betrays his family or 
friends — he is not disloyal, cowardly, 
or mean-spirited) and honor as valor 


(primal honor, physical courage, te- 
nacity of will) is fast disappearing 
from military service. This concept 
of honor disappeared decades ago in 
civilian life as the Boomer elites car- 
ried their counter-culture revolution 
to their middle-age years. Young of- 
ficers, the military leaders of the fu- 
ture, whom we want to remain in the 
service, are voting with their feet on 
their superior officers’ leadership. 
Those whom we will 
be sorry to see stay are 
holding their noses, 
staying, and hoping 
for a future turn of 
events. It will not 
happen. Their careers 
will mean more to 
them than principle 
when they reach the 
point where they 
have youngsters in 
college and financial 
burdens overpower 
their civilian pros- 
pects for a compa- — ““ — — “ 
rable “new” civilian career. 

Principled young officers have seen 
uniformed military personnel carry 
out blatant political acts in recent 
times. During the aftermath of the 
Tailhook’91 “scandal,” various female 
naval officers (Linda Bird Francke, 
Ground Zero: Gender Wars in the Mili- 
tary, pp. 239) walked the halls of Con- 
gress — in uniform — to lobby for 
opening combat flying billets to 
women. LT Paula Coughlin, LT Kara 
Hultgreen, CD R Rosemary Mariner 
and forty or so others participated in 
this activity. It was entirely against 
military regulations. These were 
starkly political acts, and a male of- 
ficer would be purged today if he pub- 
licly lobbied for the exclusion of 
women in combat roles. Even moth- 
ers of female aviators lobbied Con- 
gress for the repeal of the combat 
exclusion laws. LT Coughlin’s 
mother and LT Hultgreen’s mother 
were active in the halls of Congress, 
backing up their daughters’ uni- 
formed lobbying. Where were the 
LCDR McGraths during this period 
of “politicizing” our military? Where 
was the flag- rank Navy leadership 
during this disgraceful episode? Is one 
“special interest” more legitimate 
than another? The answer is a re- 
sounding YES!, if the interest is the 
‘socialization’ of our military in the 


long-term best ‘political’ interest of 
the Boomer power elite. 


The Military’s Unrest 


W; 


Young officers who 
still believe that honor 
is the key to military 
service are leaving the 
services in droves. 
They sense that the 
fish is rotting from the 
head. 


hat we are seeing today is 
the courage of principled 
young officers who are re- 
acting to the vacuum of flag-rank 
leadership in their services. They 
know instinctively 
■■ -■ that something is, 
indeed, rotten in 
Denmark. They 
know from what they 
see inside their ser- 
vice and from what is 
occurring on the na- 
tional scene that the 
corrupting influence 
of the power elites of 
the Boomer genera- 
tion, if allowed to 
spread across the en- 
tire spectrum of 
American civiliza- 
tion, will lead to the collapse of 
America as we know it. They know 
they will be “purged” for speaking out. 
But they also sense that they must 
speak out. Why? Because their senior 
leaders will not. And their con- 
sciences will not let them remain si- 
lent! 

It is, indeed, a healthy state of af- 
fairs that our civilian power elites 
“fear,” in a dim corner of their minds, 
the prospect of a “military out of con- 
trol.” Why? Because of tbe fact that a 
military, guided by its pledge to pro- 
tect and defend the constitution, is 
likely to be the last great hope against 
the steady drift of American politics 
toward tbe Franco-German goal of 
Marxist “socialjustice.”The military 
is the only American institution 
which had not been corrupted dur- 
ing the interim period after the 
counter-culture revolution of the 
1960s — that is, until now. It is be- 
ing corrupted in the 1990s by design. 

Paul Craig Roberts (“Cultural 
demolition in the military,” 11/20/ 
98, Wash. Times) informs us that, 
“Hillary Clinton has [done great 
harm] by putting her feminist allies 
and rank political opportunists in 
charge of our country’s military... 
they have succeeded in their assault 
on the last bastion of heterosexual 
males... The destruction of our mili- 
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tary culture is intentional.” 

A traditional military, populated 
by the citizen-soldier who has a 
strong grounding in the constitution 
and the rule of law, will not allow “na- 
tional socialism” to become the domi- 
nant strain in American politics. 
These patriotic young Americans, 
descended from fathers who fought 
and won two costly and bloody wars, 
WWII and the Cold War, to save the 
nation and the world from domina- 
tion by evil, armed socialist move- 
ments, will not allow the power elites 
of the Boomer generation to quietly, 
stealthily construct a “cultural Marx- 
ist” society to replace our Anglo- 
American culture based on the rule 
of law. That is, unless the power elites 
are successful in purging the armed 
forces of officers who believe in the 
Anglo-American rule of law. 

Eliot Cohen (“The Civil- Military 
Balance,” Foreign Policy Institute 
task force on “The Demilitarization 
of the Military,” pp. 33) tells us that, 
“...some 25 percent of new entrants 
into the military now come from mili- 
tary families.” He informs us that 
during the Cold War, the service 
academies produced only 10 percent 
of new officers whereas today they 
produce roughly one-quarter. This 
“narrow segment” of recruitment is 
the means by which a generation-to- 
generation transfer of military cul- 
tural values takes place. This is the 
strongest link to the tradition of good 
old-fashioned honor as the ethos 
handed down by our forbears — our 
link to “Albion’s seed” and the unique 
idea of the rule of law. 

Radical feminists and other cul- 
tural Marxists of the Boomer power 
elite have invoked measures which 
amount to a purge of young naval of- 
ficers who hold to the old-fashioned 
idea of honor. The “red flagging” of 
officers’ promotion records for sim- 
ply having attended Tailhook ’91 de- 
nies their promotion. The civilian 
power elite have their fingers so 
deeply into the military promotion 
process that they control it to the 
lowest levels. Thought control is in- 
voked via “sensitivity training” ses- 
sions wherein the officers’ attitudes 
are screened for “correctness.” Social- 
ist totalitarian “behavior control” 
techniques have been invoked to as- 
sure that the traditional concept of 
honor is driven from the system — by 


purging those who would resist the 
power elite’s cultural Marxist indoc- 
trination. 

For this reason, huge numbers of 
patriotic young Americans are leav- 
ing the services. 

They are voting with 
their feet on the “so- 
cializing” of our mili- 
tary. Indeed, it is not 
your father’s military. 

The ones who stay, 
presumably those 
who show the appro- 
priate attitudes, are a 
core of people on 
whom the cultural 
Marxists can count 
to protect themselves 
and their socialist 
revolution. This new 
military will carry 
out the orders of their 
masters, legal or ille- 
gal, constitutional or unconstitu- 
tional, against all enemies that the 
power elite identifies. 

Murmurs of Dissent 

W e have seen how easy this 
is to do in the domestic 
sphere when our Presi- 
dent and his allies first publicly de- 
monize and then destroy those who 
would oppose them politically or le- 
gally. This will be even easier to ac- 
complish in a compliant new military 
culture which traditionally “follows 
orders” without a conscience. What 
makes us confident that, on a larger 
scale, any or all of us may become tar- 
gets of the self-righteous wrath of 
today’s civilian Boomer power elites? 
After all, as in their foreign policy 
mantra, “it is the right thing to do.” 
Of course they, and they alone, de- 
cide what is “right.” 

Patriotic young Americans in uni- 
form are resisting this coercion by the 
power elite. Majors Sellers and Rabil 
and LCOL Perrone are examples of 
this healthy resistance. As long as 
they openly and publicly declare their 
personal opinions and do not engage 
in attempts to rally others to a politi- 
cal agenda, we should speak up for 
their right as citizens to enjoy the 
same first amendment rights as we 
enjoy. Individuals speaking out for the 
rule of law can never do harm. A free 


expression of one’s individual politi- 
cal views, in private or in public, is 
not denied the right of a free man 
simply because he wears a uniform. 
This free expression may be most im- 
portant for the pres- 
ervation of our 
Anglo-American 
system against pres- 
sures to take the path 
of “social justice” — 
a path that history 
tells us has always led 
to tyranny and chaos. 
Indeed, this free ex- 
pression must be en- 
couraged. 

Sam Sarkesian ex- 
plains (“The U.S. 
Military Must Find 
Its Voice,” Orbis: A 
Journal of World Af- 
fairs , Foreign Policy 
Institute, pp.423, 
Summer 1998) why our military must 
practice “...constructive political en- 
gagement.” He argues that “...it is be- 
cause the U.S. military is under such 
tight civilian control that it needs to 
make its voice heard in civilian coun- 
cils.” He points out a time during the 
Vietnam War when the “five silent 
men,” the Joint Chiefs of Staff, did 
not give voice to their professional 
doubts [about the conduct and 
winnability of the war], but concealed 
themselves under a cloak of political 
deception [of the American people]. 
He quotes from H.R. McMaster’s 
book, Dereliction of Duty , that 
“...Lyndon Johnson, with the assis- 
tance of Robert S. McNamara and 
the Joint Chiefs of Staff, had set the 
stage for America’s disaster in Viet- 
nam.” 

Commenting on the cover-ups 
during the Vietnam War, one mem- 
ber of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, ADM 
David L. McDonald, remarked (The 
Reminiscences of Admiral David 
Lamar McDonald, USN (Ret.), US. 
Naval Institute, 1976, pp. 390, 393), 
“Maybe we should have stood up and 
pounded the table... I was part of it 
and I’m sort of ashamed of myself, too. 
At times I wonder, ‘Why did we go 
along with this kind of stuff?’” 1 
The admiral’s lament should not 
be lost on today’s greatly politicized 
military leadership. Their silence in 
the face of the ‘socialization’ of our 
armed forces is appalling. The only 
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voices that are heard in public are 
those of mid-level officers, such as 
MAJ Sellers, MAJ Rabil, LCOL 
Perrone and a few others. In this 
vacuum of senior leadership, the real 
leaders, those officers who still live 
by the code of honor of their ances- 
tors, are showing their metal. They 
are speaking out. They are telling 
America what it is losing. They are 
reminding all Americans that char- 
acter; honor, integrity, and ethics 
based on a Christian moral code is 
more important than any other as- 
pect of our American civilization. 
Without personal character, the rule 
of law and our constitutional repub- 
lic cannot survive. 

NOTES: 


The Silent .45 

Patriot Books, Videos & Magazines 
at SUPER DISCOUNT PRICES! 

Back issues of The Resister - Discounted! 
Waco: Rules of Engagement - Discounted! 
Unintended Consequences - Discounted! 
Unintended Consequences Poster - 30% Off! 
19 Patriot videos - Discounted! (Not pirate copies) 


1 Interjection: I seldom jump into 
an author’s work, but in this case 
something needs to be said that Dr. 
Atkinson is too polite to say. (That’s 
one of the advantages of being an 
NCO; nobody expects you to be po- 
lite, just truthful.) The reason ADM 
McDonald, among others past and 
present, did not and do not “pound 
the table” is because they are afraid of 
losing their retirement checks. It’s 
that simple. Call it the cowardice of 
“security.” 

2 I risked over twenty years of hon- 
orable service to start The Resister 
and foment anti- Socialist political 
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ethically, and constitutionally wrong . 
Yes, I did retire. But the difference 
between me and those so-called of- 
ficers is that I knowingly risked it all 
— because I was right. 

3 One sergeant major who knew (but 
couldn’t prove) I was publishing The 
Resister while I was on active duty, 
told me he’d do everything in his 
power to force me out of the Army 
before my retirement date. I an- 
swered, “So? I’ll be a principled man 
temporarily digging ditches; you’ll 
always be a coward with a retirement 
check.” [SMB] 
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The legal effect of these constitutional 
recognitions of the rights of individuals to 
defend their property , liberties , and lives , 
against the government , is to legalize 
resistance to all injustices and oppression, 
of every name and nature whatsoever , 
on the part of government. 

Lysander Spooner, 1852 


The military value of a partisans work 
is not measured in the amount of 
property destroyed, or the number 
of men killed or captured, but by the 
number he keeps watching. 
John S. Mosby 


DEFENSE OF 
HOUSES 

by 

Colonel G.A. Wade, M.C. 

The Resister is reproducing a series of pamphlets from our tactics library 
that were written for the Home Guard during World War II. This first entry, 
Defense of Houses, will be followed by similar others in this year’s edition. Pay 
close attention to the lessons imparted by this series of pamphlet reprints. 
The men who wrote them did this for a living and they didn’t get their infor- 
mation from the Mail Order Militia, video tapes, the anarchnet, or short 
wave. It’s time for those who never rose beyond Specialist 4th Class to stop 
pretending to be militia generals and start paying attention to what they’ll 
need to know to be good privates led by professionals who are singularly 
unimpressed by you and your “movement.” So, take your unearned stars off 
your unissued uniform collar. It’s time to get “serious.” And that means, sit 
down, shut up, and pay attention. 


T his is a very important sub- 
ject and one which well repays 
a little earnest study. When 
the enemy invades us the most stub- 
born fighting will be in the built-up 
areas where their tanks will not be 
able to help them much, and if in these 
places the houses have been scientifi- 
cally prepared for defense it may make 
all the difference to the result, and in 
any case will have considerable influ- 
ence upon the casualties suffered by 
the defending forces. 

Houses are found in infinite vari- 
ety. Some are very suited for defense, 
others are absolute death traps. 

Frequently, the tactical situation 
will demand that a certain house, or 
houses, will have to held regardless of 
suitability. In this case we have to 
improve them as much as possible 
with the means at our disposal. 

Sometimes, however, we may be 
able to choose which house or houses 
we intend to defend, and when we 
have a choice the following are the 


chief considerations which should 
influence us in making our decision. 

The Tactical Situation 


when assessing the strength of a 
building remember that close range 
machine-gun fire is very penetrative, 
as a number of bullets will hit exactly 
the same brick. 

Each successive bullet starts pen- 
etrating where the previous left off 
and a long burst will consequently eat 
its way through quite a lot of masonry. 
The house may be subjected to aerial 
bombing, trench- mortaring, or artil- 
lery fire, consequently the stronger 
it is the better. 

Usually, the newer the house the 
less robust it is; in fact, most of the 
modern houses surrounding our 
towns seem to have been erected by 
the Fifth Column specially to act as 
traps for the defenders. 

From this standpoint, the expres- 
sion “Jerry builder” has acquired a new 
and sinister significance! 

(2) Has it a Cellar? 

A cellar is very desirable. It can be 
made safe and is where stores, ammu- 
nition, water, candles, etc., can be 
stored and where wounded may be 
kept pending evacuation. 


s the house where, if held, it will 
best assist the general defense 
scheme? Possibly 
the intention is to 
defend a road block or 
an important road 
junction, and in this 
case a house must be 
chosen which is 
placed so that ad- 
equate fire can be 
brought to bear upon 
the tactical point. 

It may be that several houses are 
equally good from this standpoint, so 
the one should be chosen which is best 
in the following respects: — 

(1) Is it Strong? 

Houses vary tremendously, and 


(3) Are its Surroundings Suitable? 
The house will be a difficult propo- 
sition to defend if 
there are covered ap- 
proaches to it on sev- 
eral sides and no 
reasonable field of 
fire. 

By “reasonable 
field of fire” I do not 
mean several hun- 
dred yards. In some 
circumstances 50 or 
100 yards will be as good as you can 
hope for. 

If the building to be defended har- 
monizes with its surroundings and is 
not conspicuous, so much the better. 

Another factor in the surround- 
ings is the means of approach, and 
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infinite variety. Some 
are very suited for de- 
fense, others are abso- 
lute death traps. 


Vol. V, No. 1 


75 


7%g RESISTER 

"PlateT 


departure. Where it is possible to 
move into and out of the house under 
cover from enemy observation this 
might be an enormous advantage to 
the defense. 

You must also carefully study the 
surroundings to see if there is any 
dominating point such as a neighbor- 
ing high building or hill from which 
the enemy could bring close-range 
fire to bear. 

A garden in which trenches could 
be dug for protection against bomb- 
ing is always an asset. 

Frequently a splendid place to se- 
lect a house is in a ROW! Do not 
select end houses if you can help it, as 
they are so liable to be punished by 
the enemy's mortars and machine- 
guns. If only one or two houses in a 
row are occupied the enemy has to 
find out which they are and that will 
cost him in casualties. A house which 
is set back from the other buildings 
in the row frequently offers advan- 
tages for the defense (Plate 1). 

(4) Is it where it can be Supported? 

There may be other defended 

houses in the locality an mutual pro- 
tection might be arranged from one 
house, but not from another. This is 
a most important point (Plate 2). 

Three or four defended houses 
sited so as to be mutually supporting 
are worth a dozen houses defended 
independently. 

(5) Is it Capable of All-round De- 
fense? 

When you have decided which 
house or houses you will hold you 
should first of all consider them from 
the enemy’s point of view and imag- 
ine from which direction he will at- 
tack and what tactics he will use. This 
will influence you in deciding where 
you will arrange your loopholes, you 
wire, your booby traps, your alarms, 
and your general welcome for the 
strangers. 

Remember above all things that 
the house must be capable of being 
defended from EVERY DIREC- 
TION AT ALL TIMES. 

If it is in the center of a row, loop- 
holes should be put through the walls 
into the houses on either side. 

Well, having duly considered all 
these points and decided on which 
house you will defend and from which 
direction attack will most probably 



A GOOD POSITION 

Usually a house which is setback from the general building line is agood one to defend. An enemy coming along the street cannot 
fire at the defenders and is caught in sudden concentrated fire as shown. Incidentally, the fact that the building is setback enables it 
to enfilade the rear of the other buildings in the street — a very useful point. 



MUTUAL SUPPORT 

These three buildings are so sited as to be a source of strength to one another. The arrows indicate how each house, stoutly held, 
will deny to the enemy covered approaches to the other two. In such circumstances the three houses TOGETHER represent much 
more opposition to the enemy’s advance than three independent houses. 


Plate 2 


ROAD 


come, we now have to begin improv- 
ing it by all kinds of engineering 
work. First of all, let us arrange: 

The Loopholes 

T here should be an ample num- 
ber of loopholes so that when 
a man has fired from one, and 
thereby possibly given away his posi- 
tion, he can move to another one be- 
fore the enemy takes retaliatory 
action. The most effective loopholes 
are usually those nearest to the 
ground. A loophole in the corner of 
the building is strong and useful 
(Plate 3). 

Try to get loopholes in unexpected 
places (Plate 4), such as under the 
overhanging eaves, just below win- 
dows, at ground level and do on (Plate 
5). See that it is possible for a rifle- 
man to get his muzzle well back from 
the loophole (Plate 6). Many a good 


man has gone west because an enemy 
sniper using glasses or telescopic 
sights has picked up the dull glint of 
his protruding muzzle. 

Incidentally, if you ever capture a 
house from the enemy NEVER USE 
THE ENEMY’S LOOPHOLES; 
if you do, you will be asking for it. 

Loopholes, particularly those 
which are low down, should be fixed 
up with a wire- netting cover to stop 
grenades (Plate 7). Take every care 
to ensure that no light of any kind 
shows through the loophole to an 
observer outside, otherwise a man will 
have his head silhouetted when he 
mans the loophole and he will not live 
long (Plate 8). 

All around the loophole should be 
made absolutely bullet-proof with 
sandbags or steel plate, and in each 
one should be placed a half-filled 
sandbag for the rifleman to rest his 
weapon on. 

An excellent ruse is to have a few 
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P LA N 

A CORNER LOOPHOLE 

Frequently the corner of a building affords an unusually good field offirc. In the illustration the 
oophole is very obvious. Actually it would be camouflaged in some way, such as two bushes in front 
)f it with space to fire under or between them; or a large piece of ivy’ can be transplanted from a 
leighbouring house to climb over it. Note the rifleman is well protected by sandbags. 



A WELL PLACED LOOPHOLE 


On the leftyou will see the loophole cunningly concealed by the flowers in theborder. On the 
right is a section of the house showing the dining-room and the cellar below. The floor has been cut 
away to enable the rifleman to pop up from the cellar and fire. You will observe that the man is 
practically below ground when firing, but even the small part of him which is exposed has been 
protected with FOUR sandbags! Attention to detail like this will cut down the casualty list. 


Plate 7 



GUARD AGAINST HAND GRENADES 

There is always wire netting available near houses and some of this should be firmly nailed 
round loopholes, particularly low ones. If the loophole is actually at ground level a trench for the 
grenade to explode in after it has rolled off the netting should be arranged as shown to the right. 
Unless you do this, fragments of the grenade may enter the loophole. 



TO CAMOUFLAGE A LOOPHOLE 

Knock out the loophole, irregular in shape. Nail open canvas, gauze of perforated zinc over 
it as shown. Trim so that the edge camouflage material comeson the joints between bricks and then 
paint to match the bricks and mortar. You will be astonished how transparent this is from inside 
and how difficult to detect from outside. Ifyou have great difficulty in matching the walls exactly 
trv painting the wall to match the camouflage. 



LOOPHOLES IN UNEXPECTED PLACES 


A — Loophole be hind creeper. 

B— A few tiles have been lifted on roof. In this case the same thing should be done in several 
places or dark patches should be painted on roof as dummy loopholes. 

C — Loopholes under shadow of porch, over the door. 

D — Loophole at ground level behind bush. 

E — You will see this under the caves. Dummies should be painted all along under the gutter. 
Here is an illustration of the axiom, “Ifyou cannot entirely conceal it, make dummies like it.” 


Plate 6 



MAKE YOURSELF COMFORTABLE 

The top man is too idle to move the box, so he has to push his muzzle right out into the 
enemy’s view. A 11 we can do yyith that type of man is to hope hisend will be painless.The lower man 
is well back from the loophole, has arranged sandbags to rest his rifle on and protect him from 
the front. Not only that; as he is upstairs he has taken precautions against upward fire from below. 

Plate 8 



A FATAL ERROR 

A simple sketch, but a tragic one. It shows how hundreds of good men have brought about 
their own deaths. It may be light from another loophole, it may be from the door, or a candle, or 
EVEN A CIGARETTE! The enemy sniper, waiting patiently, sees the head silhouetted in the 
loophole, aligns hissight and squeezes the trigger. A blanket hung behind tht look-out’s head would 
have prevented this tragedy. 



LOOPHOLE THE INSIDE WALLS 


I n the above case a loophole has been knocked through the wall between two rooms, and the 
table has been placed to hide it. The wall is shown cutaway in the drawing so that you can see the 
man who has just bagged “right and left” with buck-shot from a 12-bore. Incidentally, if the 
invader on the left could see the expression on the hidden defender’s face as he reloadshe would not 

stand with his hands up. He would be through the door like a rabbit! 


Vol. V, No. 1 


77 


The RESISTER 


Plate 11 



A CEILING LOOPHOLE 

A hole has been made in the ceiling and butter-muslin has been stretched tightly over it. The 
man in the dark oockloft can see everything in the room below, but the loophole isnot obvious. The 
Bodies are searching the house for a man they have seen, and the one on the right is just shouting 
“IHbetthe pig-dogisinthe wardrobe.” As ithappens, the pig-dog is onlywaiting for the third man 
to get into the room. Then he will fire three point-blank shots. Having done thishe knows exactly 
what he will do, i.e., run along the cockloft to the next house, stealdownstairs to the cellar and pop 
up again in Plate 12, where he has prepared another surprise. 





LOOPHOLE IN THE FLOOR ' 

Having popped up through a hole in die floor under the dining table the defender has seen two 
Bodies enter the room. He has just, very sensibly, bumped off theonenearthe door first and is now 
scoring a dead centre on the other. After this he will not wait to see what happens, but he will go 
up the coal-chute (he has loosened the grating), along the entry and through two houses back to 
the Platoon Keep for tea. Eveything has been planned beforehand, including his get-away. 


Plate 13 



THE BAYONET LOOPHOLE 

U se fill for defence of passages and entries. The bottom of the loophole should be about three 
feet six inches from the ground. The dotted soldier has just struck through the wall and hit the 
German in the kidneys. He will probably drop without a sound. The Bayonet man then gets ready 
for the next invader, who is unlikely to have seen exactly how F ritz has been killed and consequently 
will advance past the loophole with his eyes glued to the front. 


Plate 14 





HOW TO SHOOT A GERMAN UP THROUGH THE GRATING 

After waiting amongst the coal the Home Guard heard the German tip-toeing along the 
street. When he was over the grating the Home Guard let him have it! A shot-gun is all right for 
this close work, hut if you want to knock their helmets off you must use a rifle. 


dummies with strings attached which 
can be made to move so as to be JUST 
FAINTLY VISIBLE in the loop- 
hole. And this reminds me to warn 
you about something — every loop- 
hole is a source of danger to those in 
the house because at any moment a 
bullet may come flying through it into 
the room. You should therefore be 
sure that sandbags filled with shingle 1 
are arranged behind each loophole to 
prevent this. 

Take precautions to prevent smoke 
by day and light by night from issu- 
ing from the loopholes. This is a 
point easily overlooked and it may tell 
the enemy everything he wants to 
know. 

All loopholes should be so ar- 
ranged that a grenade can be thrown 
OUT through them; if necessary a 
flap should be left in any wire netting 
put over them. 

With a crowbar and sledge-ham- 
mer it is possible to loophole a 14- 
inch wall in three minutes, so do not 
be mean with them. It is good to have 
plenty, provided, of course, that they 
are not obvious to the enemy. 

If the house happens to be a fur- 


nished one you may be able to fix one 
or two mirrors at loopholes so that a 
man can sit in safety and watch what 
is happening outside. When you do 
this, be sure it is dark inside the room 
and that the mirrors cannot move so 
as to reflect the light from outside. 

Loopholes can be camouflaged in 
lots of ways, one of the best being to 
cover the loophole with perforated 
zinc of the kind used to keep flies out 
of meat stores, or with gauze or wide- 
mesh canvas, and get somebody with 
artistic ability to paint it like the sur- 
rounding bricks and mortar. Perfectly 
astounding results can be obtained in 
this way, it being impossible to de- 
tect the loophole at twenty yards’ dis- 
tance and yet from inside the room 
(which MUST be kept dark) a per- 
fectly clear view of the enemy can be 
obtained (Plate 9). 

Where it is difficult to hide the 
loopholes, a checker pattern painted 
all over, like the old-fashioned forts, 
will help considerably. 

So far we have talked only about 
loopholes through the outside walls 
of buildings, but a few loopholes ac- 
tually inside the house to enable fire 


to be brought to bear from one room 
into another will help tremendously 
should the Germans succeed in forc- 
ing an entry (Plate 10). Loopholes 
through floors also have their uses, 
either for firing down into the room 
below (Plate 11) or up into the room 
above (Plate 12). 

A bayonet loophole at the side of a 
passage may be invaluable. If an en- 
emy comes along the passage he can 
be disposed of without a sound . The 
bayonet loophole should be small and 
about 3 ft. 6 in. from the ground to 
enable the enemy to be struck in the 
kidneys just after he has passed (Plate 
13). 

Sometimes there are gratings in 
pavements and passages which can be 
used a loopholes for upward shots 
(Plate 14). 

Incidentally, never, if you can help 
it, fire over the top of a wall where 
your head will be very obvious. A loop- 
hole low down is much safer. 

A terrible obstacle in house-to- 
house fighting is a loopholed traverse 
(Plate 15). If it is well sited and 
strongly made, it is exceedingly diffi- 
cult to pass when a determined man 
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Plate 15 



PLAN I 


-- . 





m 

THE LOOPHOLED TRAVERSE 

Here is a passage guarded by men behind a loopholed traverse. On the right is a plan. Two 
men can fire along the corridor and they are difficult to rush, particularly if the passage is filled 
with dannert wire. To disguise the actual loopholes dummy openings have been painted or 
made in various parts of the traverse. 
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ADVANTAGE OF A DEEP LOOPHOLE 
This loophole has been sited to cover one particular spot. Should an enemy sniper get on 
the roof opposite he is too high up to shoot straight into the loophole, and if he goes to ground 
level he is too low. Sandbags should be arranged as shown to catch bullets, otherwise the may 
ricochet into the face of the lookout. 


is behind it. 

If you are siting a loophole where 
the enemy may occupy some place ei- 
ther above or below and fire into it 
from close to, be sure to site the fir- 
ing position well back (Plate 16). 

Should there be one side of the 
house where your defenses are weak 
and you are anxious that the enemy 
should not choose it for his attack, 
make a fewmoderately obviously loop- 
holes there. The sight of these may 
induce him to attack one of the other 
sides, which will suit you a lot better. 

That covers loopholes. As a mat- 
ter of fact, they are very interesting 
things, and I have just mentioned 
twenty- six points in connection with 
them. When you come to study them 
you will discover twenty- six more. 

Shoring Up 

N ext let us consider strength 
ening the cellar or a down 
stairs room, remembering 
always that if you are going to put 
considerable weight on to a floor by 
sandbagging, etc., you must support 
it adequately underneath. Otherwise 
you will have a situation which gives 
no threat to trouble until the build- 
ing is shaken by a nearby bomb and 
then down comes the ceiling with its 
load of sandbags, etc., and somebody 
is buried underneath. 

Before shoring up make certain 
that the floor upon which the sup- 
ports will stand is itself enough to 
take the strain, and will not allow the 
timber to sink in should a heavy load 
be placed upon it by the sudden col- 
lapse of the house. 

If there is in the unit a man from 
the building trade he will soon su- 
pervise the shoring up of a floor, but 
not it is quite easy for unskilled men 
to make a thoroughly effective job if 
they see that the uprights are perfectly 
vertical and each one is wedged up to 
take its fair share of the work (Plate 

17). 

For shoring purposes it may be 
necessary to raid a blitzed house. The 
timber used should be the stoutest 
available. 

Do not forget that every cellar 
should have two exits, an extra one 
being easily made. Should there be 
any ground- floor windows which are 
weaknesses in the defense either from 


the enemy fire standpoint or liable to 
admit attackers, they should be 
blocked up entirely. 

A good way to do this is to use 
double boarding or two sheets of cor- 
rugated iron with shingle (usually 
taken from the drive) in between. 
Shingle is first rate for stopping bul- 
lets, only a foot or two being required. 

Having settled the downstairs 
windows turn your consideration to: 

The Roof 

C an the enemy get on to the 
roof and attack downwards 
from there? Beware of this, 
because it is a most disconcerting 
thing to happen, as he will drop gre- 
nades down the chimney, snipe all 
around, and be most difficult to dis- 
lodge. If it is a flat roof it may be a 
grand place to put a couple of snipers; 
they may prevent the enemy from giv- 
ing adequate covering fire and be able 


to exact a terrible toll during any at- 
tack on the house. 

Some sandbags, grenades and 
Molotovs maybe required on the roof, 
so do not overlook them. 

Whilst considering the roof, see if 
visual communication can be estab- 
lished by flag or lamp with other parts 
of the town’s defenses, and if you can 
arrange a signal cord or speaking tube 
(hosepipe will do) to give alarm in 
house below by all means do. 

Entrances 

T he various entrances to the 
house should be barricaded or, 
better still, protected by loop- 
hole traverses, and if there are any 
narrow entires or passages they can 
be converted into traps by means of 
barbed wire and loopholes through 
which to fire or drop bombs. 

Intercommunication between 
rooms, or houses if several are to be 
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SHORING UP A CEILING 

A — Sandbags 
B — Floor 
C — Joists 
D — Ceiling 

E — Top plate (stout planks) 

F — Uprights 
G — Braces 

H — Sole plate (in case floor is 
weak) 

K — Wedges (teo under each up- 
right) 

The wedges are used to adjust 
the uprights so that each one takes 
its share of the weight. If the bot- 
tom braces get in the way leave 
them out. Shoring is done when a 
considerable weight is to be put on 
to the floor above or to give safety 
in case house collapses through 
bombing. 


defended, should receive careful con- 
sideration. 

Between houses joining up the 
cellars is usually the best way, particu- 
larly if it kills two birds with one stone 
by giving another exit. 

It is very wise to have passages from 
room to room upstairs and down, and 
these may be concealed by wardrobes, 
cupboards, etc. 

Sometimes good communication 
between two houses can be arranged 
right under the enemy’s nose by judi- 
cious use of screens. He soon tires of 
firing promiscuously at the carpet or 
whatever it is you put up, and he can- 
not waste his ammunition because his 
future supplies are so problematic. 

If you intend to have men upstairs 
do not forget to arrange bullet-proof 
cover against fire from downstairs. 

Be sure to make adequate sanitary 
arrangements. Remember that high 
explosive is the world’s finest laxative. 

Should you have time, it will be 
worth your while to gas-proof a room, 
preferably one you have strengthened. 

Now let us attend to: 

Outside the House 

C an we clear the field of fire? 
This requires doing with the 
greatest discrimination and, 
done cunningly, may be the decisive 
factor in the defense. Do not attempt 
to clear all around the house till it 
looks like a battleship cleared for ac- 
tion, but aim to make any cover there 
is a DEATH-TRAP TO THE EN- 
EMY. I have mentioned using loop- 
holes to induce them to attack some 
other side: dummy cover can be used 
even more effectively to persuade him 
to attack just where you want him to. 

Usually round a house are various 
out-houses and garages which mask 
the defender’s fire and give the en- 
emy a covered approach. These 
should not be removed but should be 
so thinned out and opened up that 
the walls are not bullet-proof. Dur- 
ing an attack in all probability the 
enemy will bunch up behind them. 
Then a burst of fire can be sent through 
the building and they will trouble you 
no more. When preparing sheds, 
buildings, etc. , in this way be sure you 
make the vulnerable area LOW 
DOWN; if you make it too high you 
may let one or two Huns still ding to 


life by lying down, whereas if you can 
shoot them through the legs the rest 
of them will drop into the vulnerable 
area. 

It may be possible to coax the at- 
tacking enemy to take cover behind 
what looks like a large pile of debris 
but which is really canvas (or carpets) 
packed underneath with a few bricks 
and a little timber thrown on for ef- 
fect. The pile looks as if it would stop 
an A/T bullet , 2 but actually a tommy- 
gun 3 can shoot straight through it. 

Barbed wire can be of great help, 
particularly during darkness or in 
smoke or fog. It should not be placed 
where it can be seen by the enemy 
from either the ground or the air. 
Coiled in entries, alleys, passageways, 
etc., it can be a great obstacle to the 
enemy. 

All wire should have tins, etc., 
hung on it to give the alarm if anyone 
shakes it, and it MUST BE COV- 
ERED BY FIRE. 

The later requirement is met if 
grenades can be exploded in the wire. 
You realize, of course, that if the wire 
is not covered in some way the enemy 
may remove it and attack you unex- 
pectedly. 

Whilst considering the outside of 
the house, see if there is any place 
from which the enemy could domi- 
nate the buildings you are going to 
hold. If there is, you will have to do 
something about it — either occupy 
the place yourself or put men where 
they can by accurate rifle fire prevent 
the enemy from occupying the 
threatening point. 

For instance, you may find that the 
enemy could, if they occupied the roof 
of the house across the road, make it 


very hot for you, but if you put men 
on the roof of your house no one could 
live on the roof across the road. 

After settling this, have a look 
around for DEAD GROUND and 
if you find some within hitting dis- 
tance see what can be done byway of 
making fresh rifle positions, etc., to 
bring it under fire. 

Failing this, you will have to con- 
sider a detached post to look after it 
or putting wire or other obstacles to 
prevent the enemy from using it. 

The next outside matter to attend 
to is to decide which is the best ap- 
proach for your own men by day and 
by night. If the state of emergency 
lasts a long time you will require ra- 
tions, reliefs, etc., bringing up these 
should come unobtrusively or they 
may give away the position to the en- 
emy. 

Which reminds me to emphasize 
that nothing you do to the house or 
its surroundings should give the least 
indication to the enemy that it is to 
be defended. 

If you decide to take the glass out 
of some of the windows take some out 
of the surrounding houses as well. If 
you put some dummy heaps of rubble 
in the garden, as I have suggested, put 
some REAL heaps in the neighbor- 
ing gardens. 

I may be advisable to dig a few slit 
trenches for the protection of your 
men in air raids, bombardment, etc. 
If you cannot entirely hide these, dig 
some in other gardens near by. Should 
it be impossible to avoid making 
tracks in the garden which may show 
up from the air be sure to make simi- 
lar tracks in the gardens all around. 

Sometimes it is a good idea to make 
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some other house look as if it has been 
put in a state of defense, particularly 
ifyou can enfilade the enemy who may 
be induced to attack it. 

And in your study of the surround- 
ings never forget that ATTACK IS 
THE BEST DEFENSE, so be pre- 
pared with schemes for counter-at- 
tacking the enemy should he be held 
up near your house . 4 

N ext give the place the “once over” 
from the standpoint of FIRE. Should 
there be a lot of inflammable refuse, 
etc., inside the house have it removed 
to a safe distance. Commandeer all 
the fire-fighting equipment you can 
get hold of and put it at suitable 
points. Keep your eye on the supplies 
of water and sand. Turn off the elec- 
tricity and gas supplies at the meter. 

When your preparations are com- 
plete, look everywhere for signs of 
activity which will tell the enemy the 
house is defended. Trails of white plas- 
ter into the garden — piles of pain- 
fully new rubbish — altered windows 

— sandbags showing — loopholes 
obvious — dust out in the road, etc. 

— are all indications which may cause 
enemy scouts, aerial or ground, to 
suspect your house. 

Now, having discussed the mate- 
rial side of the defense, let us talk 
about: 

The Men 

H ow many do we need? How 
will they act? Where will 
they be kept? Before we start 
answering these queries let us be ab- 
solutely sure you have the right idea 
about what the men will do. 

Dismiss forever any lingering 
Maginot complex 5 which may be in- 
clining you to look on the defended 
house as a place in which to await the 
enemy. 

All this “awaiting the enemy” idea 
is so much bunk! So long as we are 
content to wait for the enemy to start 
doing things to us we shall continue 
to get the worse of it. 

N o! The defended house should be 
the center for defensive activity tak- 
ing place in the surrounding district. 
It is a wasp s nest from which the wasps 
will dart out and STING! 

Possibly after heavy fighting the 
house MAY be the scene of a last des- 
perate stand against the invader, but 


till the time comes it should be re- 
garded only as a base for operations 
and there must be no tendency to 
keep within its pre- 
cincts when there is 
an enemy who can be 
ATTACKED. 

Generally speak- 
ing, to defend a house 
requires only a few 
men - say, six, eight 
or ten — and these 
may possibly be de- 
tailed to act as garri- 
son cooks, etc., while 
the house itself is 
used for feeding and 
rest by fighting pa- 
trols and similar bod- 
ies of men who will 
come and go. 

We are concerned 
now only with the garrison, as fight- 
ing patrol, street fighting and tank- 
hunting parties have been dealt with 
elsewhere . 6 The garrison should be 
organized in pairs, and every man 
should know his job. A look-out must 
always be kept to obviate risk of sur- 
prise attack, and all men should be 
warned against hanging about any- 
where in view of aircraft or enemy 
scouts. 

Even with such a small garrison it 
is very advisable always to have a re- 
serve (if only two men) in some cen- 
tral place ready to rally round 
instantly and stage a counter-attack 
should the enemy unexpectedly pen- 
etrate the defenses. 

If the garrison has an automatic 
weapon, such as an L.M.G . 7 or 
tommy-gun, it will usually be wiser 
to put it where there is a POOR field 


of fire. That is where the enemy is 
likely to rush across. If you put the 
weapon where there is the best field 
of fire it will probably 
never get a target, 
because that is just 
where the Germans 
will NOT come. 

See that all your 
bombs are detonated 
and suitably distrib- 
uted for use, and ifyou 
have some A/T 
mines make detailed 
plans as to how they 
will be used and who 
will use them. You 
will be able to form a 
fairly reliable idea of 
how tanks will ap- 
proach the house. 
Consider the 
question of posting one or two snip- 
ers in the surrounding district, with 
careful instructions about their with- 
drawal. 

Ifyou have time, go and liaise with 
the other defended houses in the vi- 
cinity. 

It will give you a good idea of cor- 
rect tactics in defending a house if I 
describe what took place at: 

The Mairie (Plate 18 ) 

T his was a large, strongly built 
house standing well back from 
the main street. To the north 
of it was a large garage and across the 
street the bank. 

As the enemy was reported to be 
approaching rapidly from the south, 
Lieut. T was ordered by his company 



And in your study of 
the surroundings never 
forget that ATTACK 
IS THE BEST DE- 
FENSE, so be pre- 
pared with schemes 
for counter-attacking 
the enemy should he 
be held up near your 
house. 
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commander to place Mairie in a state 
of defense and hold it, with the re- 
mains of his platoon, whatever might 
happen. 

T, who was a very conscientious 
officer, at once posted a man at an 
upstairs window with orders to keep a 
keen look-out in the enemy’s direc- 
tion, and ordered his L.M.G. team 
to dig in at A under the shade of a 
large tree, so as to cover the garden, 
which offered an excellent field of fire. 
He had a small quantity ofbarbed wire 
and this he used to strengthen the 
hedge at B, making it into a very for- 
midable obstacle. 

His stores and S.A.A., 8 together 
with several wounded men, he put 
into the cellar, gas-proofing the door 
with blankets. 

Knowing the enemy to be in close 
proximity, he periodically called up- 
stairs ‘Are you keeping a good look- 
out across the garden?” and he always 
received a reassuring “Yessir!” from 
above. 

As he was expecting the enemy 
from the south and there was such a 
good field of fire in that direction, he 
stationed his tommy-gun at C, well 
back in the dining-room, ready to fire 
through the open window. 

To give all-round defense he placed 
men in the rooms at D and E, both 
upstairs and downstairs. 

These men were waiting for some 
sandbags to arrive from Company 
Headquarters so that they could start 
making some protection for them- 
selves, when suddenly there was a ter- 
rific racket from the roofs of the garage 
and the bank 

This was covering fire for a num- 
ber of Germans who swarmed out of 
the garage and were crossing the en- 
try as the men at D and E reached 
the windows. Before they could fire 
at the attacking enemy they were shot 
down by the accurate covering fire 
from the roofs opposite, which 
smashed through the windows with 
deadly precision. 

A few seconds later the Bodies 
were in the house shooting the 
tommy-gun and L.M.G. teams in 
the backbefore they could fire a shot. 
The upstairs look-out came to the top 
of the stairs and was immediately 
scuppered by bullets from below. 

A hand grenade thrown into the 
cellar completed the wiping out of the 
garrison. This the Germans had done 


without sustaining a casualty . 

If, as is said to happen, Lieut. T in 
the short time he lived after receiv- 
ing three bayonet wounds could have 
reviewed the events leading to his 
death he would have 


2. He placed his automatic 
weapons, his all important fire power, 
where he HOPED the enemy would 
come, and not where his common 
sense would have told him they were 
much more likely to come. The Ger- 
mans are seldom obliging enough to 
attack over a god field of fire it there 
is a covered approach from some other 
direction. 

3. He had not occupied the 
Mairie roof. If he had placed a couple 
of good shots there the Germans 
could never have given covering fire 
from the roofs of either the garage or 
the bank, and his own men at D and 
E could have shot down the advanc- 
ing Germans like rabbits. 

4. He had placed his pre- 
cious barbed wire in the very place the 
enemy would be most unlikely to 
reach it, whereas if he had put it be- 
tween the garage and the house it 
would have held them up under heavy 
fire, which is the special function of 
barbed wire. 

5. He had not barricaded the 
doors and windows and so they had 
been easily rushed. 

6. He had not put a barri- 


cade or loopholed traverse to prevent 
the enemy mounting the stairs. 

7. He had allowed his men 
to waste time waiting for sandbags 
when they could have 
been using the mate- 
rial on the spot, fill- 
ing drawers with 
gravel from the drive, 
or soil out of the gar- 
den; barricading 
doors and passages 
with furniture, mat- 
tresses and so on. 

8. He had 
not kept an orga- 
nized reserve. Even a 
few men in some 
place where they 
could not be taken by 
surprise and all ready to counter-at- 
tack instantly would have held up the 
enemy long enough for the tommy- 
gun and L.M.G. to come into action, 
and this might have saved the situa- 
tion. 

Poor T! He learnt a lot in the last 
few seconds of his life, but it was too 
late then for him to benefit. 

But it is not too late for us to ben- 
efit. The lesson is that it is no use 
waiting for the Royal Engineers to 
put our house in order. It is for US to 
do it, with every ounce of energy and 
common sense we possess. No use la- 
menting because we have no dump of 
material to draw upon: we must use 
the timber, wire, furniture, carpets 
and anything else which is to hand 
on the spot. 

And, just as a last word upon this 
subject of the defense of houses, I 
would impress upon you once again 
LET THE DEFENSE BE AC- 
TIVE; GO OUT AND HIT THE 
EN EM Y FIRST; KEEP H ITTIN G 
HIM AS HE DRAWS NEAR TO 
YOUR DEFENDED HOUSE; 
and have your defenses so good and 
so cunning, both inside and outside, 
that when he begins to attack it you 
can heave a sigh of relief and say, “And 
now he’s going to ask for it and he 
will GET IT!” 


realized what funda- 
mental blunders he 
had made: 


LET THE DE- 
FENSE BE AC- 


1. He had 
assumed that because 
the enemy were ap- 
proaching from the 
south they would 
ATTACK from that 
diection. His con- 
tinual calling to the 
look-out man had 
served only to rivet 
his attention on the 
GARDEN while the — — - 
enemy was sneaking up the back al- 
leys and side streets. If he had only 
sent out a couple of scouts to contact 
the enemy he would have been 
warned in time. 


TIVE; GO OUT 
AND HIT THE EN- 
EMY FIRST; KEEP 
HITTING HIM AS 
HE DRAWS NEAR 
TO YOUR DE- 
FENDED HOUSE... 
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LECTURES ON 
DEFEATING 
SENSORS 


Part I 

Unattended Ground Sensors 

by 

Godman 


SFC RD. 


T o begin straight away, the title 
of this article is somewhat of 
a misnomer. As we shall see, 
the ultimate objective isn’t to neces- 
sarily defeat the sensor, but rather to 
defeat the operator that the sensor is 
reporting to. 

For our purposes, an unattended 
ground sensor (UGS) is a system of 
devices that react to different physi- 
cal phenomena and transmit infor- 
mation to an operator. The types that 
we will address here are: 

Seismic 
Beam Breaker 
Trip Wire 

UGS are often deployed in an area 
as a force multiplier. In other words, 
rather than have a security patrol for 
every hundred yard square of terrain, 
you can have a cluster of sensors de- 
tecting likely targets. A centralized 
reaction force is then vectored to the 
location of the sensor “hit”. 

In this installment, we will con- 
centrate on the seismic sensor (which 
detects vibrations). 

Defeating Seismic Sensors 

S eismic is the most common sen- 
sor and is usually the easiest to 
defeat. This is because manu- 
facturers are constantly trying to 
make their technology “smarter” than 
the operator. Look at it this way, if 
your seismic sensor simply traced ev- 


ery vibration on a sheet of chart pa- 
per, an operator would have to receive 
extensive training in interpreting 
signals. A good analogy would be the 
operation of a polygraph. Unlike the 
“lie detector” in a Three Stooges 
short, the polygraph doesn’t flash a 
green light for the truth and a red 
light for a lie. A trained operator 
looks at the pen tracings from differ- 
ent sensors attached to the subject 
and has to interpret the results. [In 
other words, guess. There is as much 
science involved with polygraphs as 
there is with handwriting analysis. 
Better results would be obtained read- 
ing tarot cards or throwing “lie dice.” 
SMB] For someone investing in a 
sensor system, he wants to cut down 
on the number of trained operators, 
not increase them. 

In response, the sensor manufac- 
turers try to make their sensors rec- 
ognize a human walking while 
rejecting false alarms. So now we have 
our first rule of thumb: THE 
SMARTER THE SENSOR, THE 
EASIER IT IS TO FOOL. My fa- 
vorite example happened in the 80’s. 
Sylvania developed a system called 
VFP for Variable Frequency Proces- 
sor. This system would recognize a 
human being walking under any cir- 
cumstances. The story goes that dur- 
ing an evaluation, ten Marines got 
on line and walked right over it. It 
seems that the VFP was thoughtfully 
fdtering out the footsteps of ten men 
as background noise. 

One sensor that the author has 


worked with quite extensively was 
programmed to identify three steps. 
That is, if three foot impacts were 
detected within a certain space of 
time, a signal would go off. By the 
simple expedient of taking two steps, 
counting to two seconds, and taking 
two more steps the sensor was allowed 
to recycle and “lose count.” Less time 
consuming was using a walking tech- 
niques familiar to snipers. When a 
step is taken, the center of gravity is 
kept over the foot still on the ground. 
The raised (or lead) foot is extended 
forward without compromising the 
balance. When the lead foot is placed 
on the ground, it is done outside edge 
first. From the outside edge, the foot 
is “rolled” inward until flat on the 
ground. Up to this point, the lead foot 
can be quickly lifted off of the ground. 
The walker’s center of gravity is then 
shifted horizontally towards the lead 
foot. All the weight will be on the 
lead foot as the trail foot comes off 
the ground and the process is re- 
peated. I would suggest practicing 
.this technique for distance as you are 
likely to find it very strenuous on the 
thighs. Use of either technique is of 
course contingent upon our second 
rule of thumb: KNOWING THE 
LOCATION OF A SENSOR IS 
90% OF THE BATTLE. It stands 
to reason that if I know that there is a 
seismic sensor within 25 yards of my 
line of travel, I can merely walk in 
some special way without too much 
effort. 

We found that we could usually 
walk on top of the sensors when us- 
ing these techniques. The exception 
was when the sensitivity was set to 
the highest level. At this point how- 
ever, the occurrence of nuisance 
alarms increased. Nuisance alarms are 
caused by non-target activity match- 
ing the preprogrammed criteria for a 
walking man. For example, we found 
out by accident that a Blackhawk he- 
licopter would set off this sensor when 
it flew overhead. A fighter helicopter 
wouldn’t do it. 

The subject of nuisance alarms 
highlights our third rule of thumb: 
DONT TRY TO DEFEAT THE 
SENSOR, TRY TO DEFEAT 
THE OPERATOR. After so many 
false alarms, a sensor fine will lose 
credibility with an operator. Being a 
machine, the sensor mil dutifully re- 
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port whatever is in it’s detection 
range. An operator can be fatigued, 
distracted or bored. After reporting 
a series of false alarms and scrambling 
the reaction force on a humbug every 
time, a low ranking operator will 
think twice before reporting yet an- 
other sensor hit from the suspect area. 

On the subject of nuisance alarms, 
the deployment of seismic sensors is 
guided towards their elimination. 
This is also the reciprocal of our sec- 
ond rule of thumb. We may not al- 
ways know 

where the sensors are, but we can 
reasonably assume where they are not. 

1. Surf and wave action. Placed 
too close to an ocean they would be 
worthless. The same handicap exists 
at fast moving streams or rivers. 

2. Vibration. Seismic sensors 
placed too close to water supply or 
sewage lines will also have too many 
false positives. The same effect can 
take place around power lines on 
windy days. 

3. Weather. Heavy rains will ren- 
der most seismic sensors ineffective. 
Heavy snowfall will have a similar ef- 
fect. Most sensors are battery oper- 
ated and extreme cold will kill the 
power supply. 

4. Trees and Brush. This is due for 
special consideration because the 
movement of vegetation in high 
winds creates vibration in the root 
system. The more extensive the root 
network in an area, the less likely that 
you’ll encounter a seismic sensor. 

5. Soil. In general, the maximum 
detection range of a seismic sensor is 
obtained in an area with dry hard 
packed soil. Areas with soft, sandy 
soil present a low probability of de- 
tection. 

Keep in mind that this only 
touches the surface of the subject and 
that sensor technology is constantly 
evolving. 


Fact, Fiction, & Fraud 

in Modern Medicine... 
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ETHICAL DECISION 
GAME 

h y 

Martin Luther, Officer of Marines 
& 

SI C Steven M. Barry, USA (Ret.) 


This ethical decision game depends entirely on the judgment and deci- 
sions of individuals who are not colluding with others to carry out their 
decisions. In the military, collusion to disobey orders is called mutiny. The 
Resister does not advocate mutiny. SMB 


Situation: 

You are the Commanding Officer 
of xth Battalion, yth Marines. Your 
battalion is currently conducting 
normal, peacetime training in prepa- 
ration for an upcoming deployment. 

Several months ago, in the wake 
of an outburst of sniping at federal 
officials, Congress passed legislation 
banning the private ownership of all 
semiautomatic firearms. Following a 
90-day amnesty period, all such fire- 
arms were to be subject to confisca- 
tion. 

Recognizing that adequate num- 
bers of civilian law enforcement per- 
sonnel are not available to enforce 
confiscation, the President received 
authorization from Congress to use 
active duty military personnel to aug- 
ment civilian law enforcement agen- 
cies. Thirty days prior to deploying, 
you receive the following: 

Mission: 

Xth Bn, yth Marines conducts 
cordon and search of the town of New 
River (coordinates given) NET 
190300RAPR99 to confiscate pri- 
vately-owned semiautomatic firearms 
from unauthorized civilians. 

Your coordinating instructions 
read, in part: 

a. Apprehend and detain all per- 
sons resisting confiscation. 


b. Use of CS munitions is autho- 
rized. 

c. Use of deadly force is authorized 
in self defense only per RO E 00 1 - 9 9 . 

A special agent liaison from the 
local BATF office ex- 
plains to you that he 
doesn’t anticipate 
“significant” resis- 
tance from the ma- 
jority of the local 
population, but that 
the local civilian mi- 
litia (approximately 
15 men) can be ex- 
pected to resist vio- 
lently. He presents 
you with a map des- 
ignating known loca- 
tions of militia 
leaders’ homes as well 
as probable weapons 
cache sites. 

The time is now 
151200RAPR99. What now, Colo- 
nel? 

Solution #1 
by 

Martin Luther 

C ommentary: This mission, in 
my opinion, constitutes an 
illegal order, based on it be- 
ing unconstitutional by (definitely) 
violating the second Amendment and 
(probably) the Posse Comitatus Act. 
Three quotes come to mind: “All laws 


which are repugnant to the Consti- 
tution are null and void” (Marbury 
vs. Madison, 5 U.S. (1803)); “An un- 
constitutional act is not law, it con- 
fers no rights; it imposes no duties; 
affords no protection; it creates no 
office; it is in legal contemplation, as 
inoperative as though it had never 
been passed” (Norton vs. Shelby 
County, 118 U.S. 425, pg. 442); “No 
one is bound to obey an unconstitu- 
tional law and no courts are bound to 
enforce it” (16 Am Jur, 2nd, Sec 177). 

Proposed Course of Action: The 
first thing I would do is to have my 
adjutant, under the XO’s supervision, 
confirm that the order is authentic, 
i.e. not a hoax. I want to demonstrate, 
by my suspicions, that something is 
wrong. Assuming that the order is 
authentic, I would then contact the 
local sheriff’s office and the media and 
explain to them that I am in receipt 
of these orders. I would also attempt 
to contact the local militia and ex- 
plain to them that there is a high 
probability that action against them 
will be taken at the time specified in 
the order. 

After contacting 
these people, I would 
then call in my ex- 
ecutive officer and 
sergeant major and 
explain to them the 
situation and my in- 
tentions. Then I 
would have these two 
Marines, plus the of- 
ficer of the day and 
the staff duty NCO 
with their side-arms, 
accompany me to my 
commanding officer’s 
(the regimental 
commander’s) head- 
quarters. Assuming 
that the phone lines are being moni- 
tored, I do not want to be intercepted 
before speaking with the regimental 
commander. 

I would then request to speak with 
my commanding officer privately and 
explain to him that because I consider 
the order to be unconstitutional — 
and therefore illegal — I cannot, in 
good conscience, execute it. My next 
actions would depend on his. As I see 
it, he can react in one of two ways; 
agree with me, or insist that I carry 
out the orders. If he insists that I 
carry them out, I will then explain to 


Xth Bn, yth Marines 
conducts cordon and 
search of the town of 
New River (coordi- 
nates given) NET 
190300RAPR99 to 
confiscate privately- 
owned semiautomatic 
firearms from unau- 
thorized civilians. 
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him that I would like to speak with 
the commanding general. If he in- 
sists that it will have to wait until af- 
ter the operation, then I will have to 
resign immediately. 

Solution #2 
by 

SFC Steven M. Barry, 

USA (Ret.) 

C ommentary: First, several 
major assumptions can be 
made. 1) Because Congress 
gave authorization for the use of fed- 
eral forces to execute civilian law, and 
they had to make a law to do that, 
objections about the violation of the 
Posse Comitatus statutes are moot. 
2) Because the Mission Tasking 
(MITASK) has reached the battal- 
ion level with nobody in the senior 
chain of command refusing to execute 
the mission or resigning in protest it 
can be assumed the chain of command 
is on board with the political agenda, 
therefore protests through the chain 
of command are moot. 3) Arguments 
about the legality of the orders are 
moot; refusal to carry out the orders 
will result in arrest and court martial. 

Second, several realities need to be 
addressed. 1) The order will be ex- 
ecuted. 2) Although there will be 
bitching and grousing in the ranks, 
they will follow orders. 3) Because 
resistance is expected, first loyalties 
within the tactical units executing the 
order will be to the unit, in other words, 
keeping yourself and your buddies 
alive: the attitude will be screw the 
civilians. [I am not kidding, and that 
is not speculation, folks. In hostile 
environments, small unit cohesion 
rests on a very simple principle, “We 
live, you die.”] 4) There are going to 
be no en masse desertions to civilian 
“militias.” 

[I cannot emphasize that last 
point strongly enough. I cannot speak 
for the National Guard or the Re- 
serves. But I can tell you the stand- 
ing army will not witness any large (or 
even small) scale desertions over to 
the side of the civilians. Ones and 
twos, maybe. And even if they do 
desert, they won’t bring anything use- 
ful with them, and they sure as hell 
aren't going to be stupid enough to 
take orders from some self- anointed 


“colonel” who has the operations fore- 
sight of a private. So, you can put your 
shortwave hopes and dreams right out 
of your minds.] 

Being a noncommissioned officer, 
my options, given the foregoing as- 
sumptions and facts, are limited. 
NCOs cannot resign in protest, 
which limits my courses of action to 
three. Course of Action 1: Obey, and 
despite any personal 
misgivings fire-up my 
Joes to look upon ci- 
vilians as the enemy 
with a “ We are going 
to live through this 
and screw anybody 
who gets in our way” 
speech. Course of 
Action 2: Subvert 
and sabotage the 
mission, while ensur- 
ing none of my Joes 
become casualties 
(i.e., defect in place). 

Course of Action 3: 

Desert. 

Course of Action 
3 is a loser by default. 

War Game: Who would I desert to? 
There is no recognized, legitimate 
resistance authority. What would I 
desert to? There is no cohesive, co- 
herent, organized resistance. Where 
would I desert to? There are no “lib- 
erated zones” or safe areas. When 
would I desert? Even if any of the 
three above existed, too soon and IVe 
tipped my hand, too late and I risk 
“desertion in the face of the enemy” 
(i.e., getting shot) in the attempt, 
and anytime in between I incur the 
risks associated with trying to evade 
detection by the internal security po- 
lice. There is no resistance organiza - 
tion to assist deserters. Why would I 
desert? Oath to the Constitution 
notwithstanding, there is no unify- 
ing moral cause and thus no morally 
unified resistance. (As I keep saying, 
the Constitution is not a cause, it is 
an effect .) Decision: CA 3 is rejected 
as a heedless gamble. 

Course of Action 1, as unpalatable 
as it is, is the easiest and safest course 
of action. As a professional soldier it 
is my duty to perform my assigned 
missions to the best of my ability 
while trusting that my officers have 
issued legal orders. War Game: Why 
should I stick my neck out for a bunch 
of civilians who stupidly believe all the 


Communist propaganda about de- 
mocracy? Well, they have their de- 
mocracy. Their great-grandparents, 
grandparents, parents, and they 
themselves voted America into this 
mess. Every democracy in history has 
come to this same tyrannical end. 
Now, let this mob of fools live with 
the consequences. I’m in the Army, 
IVe got three hots and a cot, a steady 
paycheck, some posi- 
tion and authority — 
at least me and mine 
are better off than 
those civilian dim- 
wits blubbering 
about their rights 
they voted away. But , 
I did take an oath to 
defend the Constitu- 
tion against all en- 
emies foreign and 
domestic, I love my 
nation (at least what 
it used to be), and it 
is now plainly obvi- 
ous the domestic en- 
emy is the 
government . So, no 
matter how contemptuous those de- 
mocracy worshiping civilians who 
destroyed America are (the great bulk 
of whom can be disfranchised later), 
my sworn duty is clear. Decision: CA 
1 is rejected as immoral. 

That leaves Course of Action 2. 
There are no buttons to push or le- 
vers to pull to make the operation 
stop. But it is possible to throw sand 
in the gears. It remains to ensure that, 
at least in my Area of Operations 
(AO), the mission fails in substan- 
tive intent. Because the mission is to 
confiscate all semiautomatic firearms, 
if a reasonable portion of weapons re- 
main unconfiscated — preferably 
those of martial value — then for 
practical purposes the mission has 
been sabotaged and is a failure. (Even 
though it will, on the surface, appear 
to be a success.) 

IVe already made the moral deci- 
sion to “defect in place,” so CA 2 puts 
me in the middle of two extremes. On 
the one hand, I have to try and rea- 
son with a pack of civilian yahoos who 
think they can take on the standing 
army. On the other hand, I not only 
have to work within an organization 
that will make every effort to execute 
the mission, but I also have a moral 
obligation to my Joes to ensure “we 


Why would I desert? 
Oath to the Constitu- 
tion notwithstanding, 
there is no unifying 
moral cause and thus 
no morally unified re- 
sistance. (As I keep 
saying, the Constitu- 
tion is not a cause, it is 
an effect.) 
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live, you die” if the civilian yahoos get 
stupid. So, the precarious balance of 
those two extremes is going to depend 
entirely upon the yahoos’ ability to 
listen with their ears, not their 
mouths. 

Knowing that there will be several 
days of planning before we “launch,” 
through a locally circulating pro- 
military, anti-socialist “under- 
ground” rag called “The Maquis 144 I 
am able to pass a copy of the Mission 
Tasking (MITASK) to one of the 
more intelligent “militia” members 
with a note explaining what is going 
to happen, how it is going to happen, 
what they need to do, concluding with 
the fact that we will kill them if they 
shoot at us 

The Note 

To Whom It May Concern: Read 
this, and the enclosed MITASK care- 
fully. You have two, maybe three days, 
to pull your head out of your a**. This 
will happen. You will not win. If you 
listen to my advice you will live to 
fight back someday when you get 
adult supervision. If you do not listen 
to my advice — well, I will still be 
alive when the mission is over. When 
your town is cordoned off and the fi- 
nal demand for turn-in is given, give 
us something . Anything semiauto- 
matic that has a paper trail. We’ll be 
happy. We’ll go home. You’ll be alive. 
“Disappear” one militarily useful 
weapon per household with its am- 
munition. During the operation I 
will do what I can for you, when I can, 
to cripple its execution on my end. 
But no promises those efforts will 
succeed. I will be the man you fear 
and loath the most. If my soldiers and 
I are ordered to search your house, we 
will turn your house inside out, and I 
will not be wearing a smiley face mask 
while we’re doing it. We will crush 
any resistance. I don’t like this any 
better than you. I am on your side. So 
don’t get stupid with me. 

Deo Vindice 
//S// A Patriot 

NOTE: 

Copyright, 1999 by SFC Steven M. 
Barry and The Resister. 
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“Military government is thus 
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war, while martial law is within 
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-Major General W.E. Birkhimer, 
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WANTED: An wife. 

Single white male, 39, 6’1”, 
195, former Ranger, Special 
Forces, excellent physical condi- 
tion, pursuing legal career, desires 
never married (virgin preferred), in 
good health, physically fit, white 
20 - 30 year-old female. Must be 
obedient, know how to cook, 
clean, sew, and know what her role 
in life is. Must have racial pride, 
desire to breed prodigiously, and 
know when to keep her mouth 
shut. Proficiency with firearms a 
plus, but will train. Provide hand- 
written autobiography and full- 
length Vi profile color photograph 
in a modest dress to: AJB, c/o PO 
Box 35046, Fayetteville, NC 
28303. 

Rate: $1.00 per word. No ad- 
vertisements. Write: Classifieds, 
PO Box 45046, Fayetteville, NC 
28303 


WANTED: Bound volumes of 
Mercury magazine. Library qual- 
ity preferred. Loose issues of con- 
tiguous dates acceptable. State 
condition and price: Research Li- 
brary, PO Box 35046, 
Fayetteville, NC 28303. 

WANTED: Bound volumes of 
The Independent magazine. Library 
quality preferred. Loose issues of 
contiguous dates acceptable. State 
condition and price: Research Li- 
brary, PO Box 35046, 

Fayetteville, NC 28303. 

WANTED: Bound volumes of 
The Point newsletter. Library qual- 
ity preferred. Loose issues of con- 
tiguous dates acceptable. State 
condition and price: Research Li- 
brary, PO Box 35046, 

Fayetteville, NC 28303. 
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THE NEW TOTALITARIANS 

Bosnia as a Mirror of America’s Future 


Praise ForThis Book 

In the cesspool of inverse morality that 
defines the New Totalitarians, the most 
debased and degenerate of the counter- 
culture elite sank straight to the bottom 
and became its leaders, and eventually our 
government. 

SFC Steven Michael Barry 
(USA, Ret.) 
Editor, The Resister 

[The book] builds a convincing hy- 
pothesis that the Clintons and their 
Boomer elitists... will destroy the institu- 
tions and traditions on which America was 
founded.... 

ADM Thomas H. Moorer 
(USN, Ret.) 

Former Chairman, JCS 

This important book clearly illustrates 
how the politically correct are transform- 
ing Marxism from economics into cul- 
ture... when multiculturalism fails, as it 
always will, the result will be ‘bayonets.’ 
William Lind, Host 
“Next Revolution,” NET-TV 


by 

Dr. Gerald L. Atkinson 

This book reveals how Bill Clinton and his ‘New Totalitarians’ 
are destroying America’s trusted institutions, including the 
nation’s military. Unless turned back, we will witness the collapse 
of our nation and with it our American Civilization.The New 
Totalitarians reveals: 

The true reason Clinton committed troops to Bosnia 

The parallels between Yugoslavia and America 

Who these ‘N ewTotalitarians’ really are 

The ‘N ewTotalitarians” agitprop agenda 
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...I drew the tides of men into my hands , 

And wrote my will across the sky in stars. 
T.E. Lawrence 

Books 



If we advert to the nature of republican 
govemmenty we shall find that the censorial 
power is in the people over the govemmenty 
and not in the government over the people. 

James Madison, 1794 
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QUARTERMASTERS 
HATE SOLDIERS 

Common Sense About Equipage and 
Nuclear Warfare 

Two Reviews by 

SFC Steven M. Barry, USA (Ret.) 


Jungle Snafus... and Rem- 
edies. Major Cresson H. Kearny, 
AUS (Ret.). Oregon Institute of Sci- 
ence and Medicine, 2251 Dick 
George Road, Cave Junction, OR 
97523. 1996. ISBN 1-884067-10-7. 
Cloth, 420 pages, appendixes, bibli- 
ography, index. $29.00. 

Nuclear War Survival Skills. 
Major Cresson H. Kearny, AUS 
(Ret.), with Forward by Dr. Edward 
Teller. Oregon Institute of Science 
and Medicine, 2251 Dick George 
Road, Cave Junction, OR 97523. 
ISBN 0-942487-01-X. Soft cover, 
282 pages, bibliography, index. 
$12.50. 


Opening Essay 

S pecial Forces soldiers, the men 
who do the work, know a fun- 
damental truth; a truth that in- 
evitably eludes our commanders. 
(Who do not do the work, but who, 
with their — at most — 18 months 
ofTeam time, are pleased to consider 
themselves as equally experienced as 
those among us with 18 or mor tyears 
experience.)That truth is this: Those 
who are responsible for the design 


and fielding of Army field gear and 
weapons are either mentally deranged 
bastards in deliberate league with our 
enemies, or they are “scientists” at the 
United States Army Natick Labora- 
tories. More often than not those two 
classes of malignant culprits wind up 
being the same people. 

In happier days SF soldiers con- 
sidered their issued uniforms and 
equipment a grand 
practical joke and did 
what any reasonable 
soldiers upon who 
they were inflicted 
would do when 
headed to the bush 
— left them behind 
in their wall lockers. 

For example, there 
was a clear distinc- 
tion between one's duty uniform and 
one's field uniform. Before the Bone 
Clones flogged SF with their Vi- 
sion," field uniforms were often 
heavily modified to suit the practical 
necessities of living in the bush 
(which Bone Clones didn't do, by the 
way), or replaced with an item of for- 
eign issue that had not been designed 
by “scientists” who loathed and hated 
their military, as ours do. 

I remember tumbling off a deuce- 


and-a-half once with my “green tick” 
and dressed in my field uniform only 
to find myself face to face with the 
Battalion sergeant major. I was wear- 
ing brown Goretex boots (remember 
those, guys?), wool field pants, a 
wooly-pully, an SAS wind smock (fur- 
ther modified by Mrs. Barry with 
crutch strap and poacher pockets so I 
did not have to use LBJ — load bear- 
ing junk), an OD watch cap, a Brit- 
ish sniper veil around my neck, my 
M-24 ( heavily modified to fix it — 
what a piece of junk the original is — 
but that’s a different story), and a 
Camel cigarette dangling out of a 
corner of my two week unshaven face. 
“You’re not a soldier,” he sputtered, 
“you're a g*****n Eastern Front 
throwback!” Looking my spit- shined, 
starched, and clean shaven high- 
and-tight sergeant major in the eyes 
I replied, “Thank you, Sergeant Ma- 
jor.” Okay, I admit I was every ser- 
geant major's nightmare. But I knew 
my job; I knew what 
worked, and I knew 
the equipment we'd 
been issued had been 
designed by fools and 
approved by Quarter- 
master swivel chair 
warmers who didn’t 
have to use it. 

The Army at- 
tracts two types of in- 
dividuals. Those who take their 
chosen martial profession of arms se- 
riously (field soldiers), and those who 
are brown nosing, pretty-boy mari- 
onettes (garrison soldiers). That dis- 
tinction is hotly denied by the senior 
chain of command. It is true none- 
theless. Of course, the senior chain 
of command, both enlisted and of- 
ficer, consists almost universally of — 
that's right — garrison soldiers. In 
the institutionalized everted logic of 


In happier days SF 
soldiers considered 
their issued uniforms 
and equipment a 
grand practical joke... 
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the American military bureaucracy 
guess which type of soldiers eventu- 
ally make decisions about uniforms 
and items of issue? That’s right. So 
even those all too rare practical items 
of issue fall prey to the institutional 
stupidity of garrison soldiers. Uni- 
forms, garrison soldiers tell us, must 
be pretty, and equipment, by logical 
extension, must be “cool.” And these 
days, as an expression of how degen- 
erate the Army has become since it 
joined American society, garrison sol- 
diers (who control the Army’s propa- 
ganda machine) refer to themselves 
as “warriors.” 

Take for example the old OG- 106 
cotton fatigues. As originally de- 
signed, the OG-106 uniform was to 
be washed and fluff dried only and the 
coat worn outside the trousers. (Old- 
timers, ever wonder why it was called 
a coat and why it had an even hem? 
Because it was an outer garment. A 
shirt, you see, is an under garment.) 
The OG-106 was, after all, a fatigue 
(meaning work) uniform and when 
washed and fluff dried and worn as 
designed it was practical, roomy and 
quite comfortable. But the OG-106 
was wrinkly and baggy. That means it 
didn’t look pretty. Garrison soldiers 
despise wrinkles, comfort and practi- 
cality. Garrison soldiers don’t look 
pretty (their overriding concern — 
have you ever heard a field soldier call 
somebody a “rag bag”?) in practical, 
roomy, comfortable fluff dried fa- 
tigues. There was a solution for that! 
Starch, tucking the coat into the 
trousers, tailor fitting and festoon- 
ing their coats with badges allowed 
the pretty-boys to /^“professional.” 
After all, if garrison soldiers don’t look 
“professional” they would need to rely 
upon their competence and ability to 
prove their worth; and we know where 
that would lead. Following the 
miracle of permanent press fabrics, 
OG-106s sunk deeper into the pits 
of uniform hell. 

OG-107s and the old jungle 
cammies were great uniforms. They 
also were intended to be merely 
washed and fluff dried. Until, that is, 
the pretty boys started wearing them 
because those uniforms were more 
“cool” than OG-106s. Pretty boys 
love “cool.” However, the pretty boys 
then demanded that those field uni- 
forms also be starched and festooned 
with badges. Remember when the 


Battle Dress Uniform (BDU) was first 
issued? It too was intended to be 
washed and fluff dried. Any guesses 
as to which pack of mouth-breathers 
now demand it be starched? 

Speaking of mouth-breathers, the 
BDU was foisted on 
unsuspecting soldiers 

by the “scientists” of Garrison soldiers don’t 
the United States t i / i • 

Army Natick Labora- look pretty (their 

tories after years of overriding; concern — 
research and testing. t t . 

have you ever heard a 


Don’t bother asking 
for what reason 
clerks, truck drivers, 
and the other 
REMFs who make 
up 90 per cent of the 
Army need with a 
camouflage uniform. 

They “needed” it for 
“uniformity.” Cam- 
ouflage is “cool” you 
see, and the REMFs 

and swivel chair 

warmers were insanely jealous of 
those non-uniform field soldiers who 
wore camouflage. Besides, without 
camouflage a Quartermaster officer, 
for instance, couldn’t possibly be mis- 
taken for an infantry officer. 

The BDU is an abortion. The first 
style “ensemble” (who lets faggots 
name things?) had insta-fade dyes, 
clown collars, ever- shrink fabric, and 
too- small pockets placed precisely 
where they would be of the least use 
to field soldiers, with sewn down 
seams because bellows pockets only 
encourage soldiers to carry things in 
them. Then a summer version was is- 
sued. It was made of ripstop cotton 
fabric and lost the clown collar while 
retaining the worst features of the 
original. But it wasn’t pretty enough, 
so button waist tabs were added so the 
pretty boys could look tailored because 
tailoring the BDU was against regu- 
lations. N ow there is a newer version 
with smaller, even more sewn -down 
pockets. Those intractable field sol- 
diers kept trying to carry stuff in 
them. 

And don’t forget the elastic waist 
“fuller cut” maternity BDUs designed 
with the Army’s sneaker wearing, 
profile riding, professional sick call 
malingering bastard breeders in 
mind. The Army doesn’t have enough 
bastard spawn in its ranks; now it’s 
breeding its own. 


field soldier call some- 
body a “rag bag”?) in 
practical, roomy, com- 
fortable fluff dried fa- 
tigues. There was a 
solution for that! 
Starch,... 


The Army’s equipment procure- 
ment system seems intentionally de- 
signed to get soldiers killed while 
steering contracts to the future em- 
ployers of officers who work in the 
Army equipment procurement sys- 
tern. A harsh state- 
ment? Let’s look at 
one example, the 
procurement of the 
Army’s M-24 Sniper 
Weapons System 
(heaven forbid it 
should be called a 
“sniper rifle”), a 
project I initiated 
while noncommis- 
sioned officer in 
charge (NCOIC) of 
the XVIII Airborne 
Corps and Fort 
Bragg Sniper School 
in 1979, and which 
was culminated by 
committee at the US 
Army Special War- 
fare Center and School about nine 
years later. To make a long story short, 
my original proposal was to make the 
United States Marine Corps’ M- 
40A1 the standard service sniper rifle. 
That was too easy. 

What the Army ended up with was 
the M-24. The M-40A1 was the 
product of a single Marine who knew 
what he was doing. The M-24 was 
the Army’s communal product by an 
ever shifting over the years commit- 
tee of wannabes and mouth-breath- 
ers “sharing their input.” The 
Marines make their own M-40Als. 
The Army buys their M-24s from 
Remington at quadruple the cost it 
takes a Marine armorer to make an 
M-40A1. If something breaks on an 
M4QA1, the battalion or division ar- 
morer can fix it on the spot. If some- 
thing breaks on the M-24 it must be 
shipped back to the Remington fac- 
tory for repairs — where it disappears 
for at least six months. The Army calls 
this “outsourcing.” (MBAs in the 
Army should be shot.) The M-40A1 
is built for sniping. The M-24 is built 
for something between varmint 
hunting and long-range target 
shooting — with the worst features 
of both types of rifle. But, the M-24 
looks “cool,” which, after all, is the 
overriding consideration. 

If the above sounds like a long 
winded way to introduce the first book 
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in this review, Jungle Snafus ... And 
Remedies , that is because few topics 
will excite as much heated conversa- 
tion among soldiers than discussions 
about equipment, and your editor is 
no exception. As I have already re- 
lated, in SF’s happier days, soldiers 
who took their business seriously 
would always be on the prowl for a 
better piece of kit, a way to keep 
things dry, cast envious glances at 
foreign weapons that were not de- 
signed by fools, and looked with deep 
suspicion on “new and improved” is- 
sue items. 

Situation Normal, All 
F****d Up 

C resson Kearny is uniquely 
qualified to write about what 
is wrong with the Army’s cur- 
rent equipment. At the beginning of 
Roosevelt’s War he was the Jungle 
Experiments Officer with the 
Panama Mobile Force, the Army’s 
experimental jungle fighting pla- 
toon. His prior experience as an oil 
exploration geologist in Venezuelan 
jungles gave him deep and considered 
insight as to what constituted appro- 
priate jungle equipment. Mr. Kearny 
fought protracted battles with the 
Engineer Corps bureaucracy in his 
attempts to get equipment improve- 
ments approved and issued to troops 
fighting in the South Pacific. His 
greatest success was the adoption of 
his breath-inflated river- crossing 
boat by General Joseph Stilwell, who 
ordered thousands of them for his 
American and Chinese troops in the 
China- Burma- India theater. Late in 
the war he sought assignment in the 
Office of Strategic Services and 
served with OSS in southeast China. 
During Truman’s War he worked 
with the National Research Council 
developing improved frogman gear. 
Following that he worked for the 
Atomic Energy Commission’s Civil 
Defense R&D program at Oak Ridge 
Laboratory where he designed several 
improvised nuclear shelters, an im- 
provised fallout radiation meter, and 
other improvised nuclear- survival 
equipment. (The subject of the sec- 
ond review.) 

Jungle Snafus largely treats his ef- 
forts, during Johnson’s War, to rein- 
troduce those items of jungle 


equipment used in the South Pacific 
but which had been dropped from the 
Army inventory. How did items of 
equipment that were of proven use- 
fulness in jungle fighting come to be 
eliminated from the Army’s Tables of 
Organization and Equipment 
(TOE)? It’s easy, he tells us: 

“Most of the losses were due to 
military snafus caused by ignorance 
of jungle fighting men’s require- 
ments, jurisdictional conflicts be- 
tween competing organizations, the 
giving of monetary and other awards 
to persons who reduce the dollar costs 
of items, and “value engineering” used 
to determine... whether to remove a 
feature of an item being issued....” 

In other words, caused by the con- 
certed efforts of Class B uniform wear- 
ing pencil-necks, bean-counters, 
paper-pushers and mouth-breathers 
(my descriptions, not Mr. Kearny’s) 
who decide the equipment and fate of 
field soldiers from the 
air-conditioned 
comfort of their Pen- 
tagon offices. Kearny 
points out that poor 
individual equipment 
bought from the low- 
est bidder “can render 
ineffective strategies 
that could be war win- 
ners.” American sol- 
diers in Viet Nam “suffered 
unnecessarily — and many of them 
died — because they did not have 
footmobile equipment and training 
as good as that given to... our jungle 
infantry... of World War II.” (Unfor- 
tunately, Mr. Kearny does not con- 
sider that this was done on purpose 
with malice and forethought. We 
weren’t supposed to win, and any of- 
ficer who publicly used the word “vic- 
tory” to describe our “strategy” in Viet 
Nam was immediately censored and 
punished.) 

That Mr. Kearny is the friend of 
foot mobile infantry is revealed when 
he observes; “Ideally, those respon- 
sible for changes [to jungle infantry 
equipment] should actively partici- 
pate in the essential jungle testing. 
Unfortunately, adequate testing... 
inevitably involves risks to the 
participant’s health and lives....” 
Which is precisely — as any infan- 
tryman worth his salt knows — why 


“those responsible for changes” do not 
participate in the testing and why 
experienced infantrymen look upon 
those responsible for their equipment 
with visceral contempt. What makes 
Kearny’s innovations and equipment 
modifications relevant is that per- 
sonally tested each one in the depths 
of the Panama jungle before recom- 
mending it’s adoption. He put his 
own life on the line, not the lives of 
innocent soldiers. For that reason, 
jungle fighters in Roosevelt’s War had 
equipment that far surpassed that of 
American infantry in Viet Nam. 

Rations 

O ne of the “stupidest ways 
money was saved in the 
Vietnam War,” Kearny 
writes, “was having our footmobile 
infantry and Marines carry C rations 
— 4.5 pounds of canned wet food for 
each day’s adequate nourishment.” 
Believe me, I know 
what he’s talking 
about. During Phase 
I of my SFQC, each 
student was issued a 
case of Cs every four 
days. Some fools sim- 
ply strapped the case 
of rations to their 
rucksack and moved 
out. Wiser students 
would take the time to “break down” 
their rations and take only what was 
needed to sustain them until the next 
resupply. B-2 main meals were typi- 
cally wolfed down on the spot. (Al- 
though, contrary to orthodoxy, I kept 
my Ham and Lima Beans for “the 
hump.”) That left B-l and B-3 main 
meals which came in large tuna fish 
sized cans. Peanut butter was kept, as 
were the “John Wayne Bars.” Cheese 
spread was especially prized. I kept 
Ham Slices (lots of fat) and traded 
away “Chicken or Turkey Loaf” for 
Omelets or more Ham Slices. Also 
contrary to orthodoxy, I kept my 
chocolate nut cakes, and traded 
pound cake and Tuna for cigarettes 
(heresy!). I’d trade out my peaches for 
apricots, and my pineapple dices for 
more cigarettes. As Kearny points 
out, what remained was stuffed into 
my dirty socks and tied to the outside 
of my rucksack. With careful selec- 
tion and judicious wolfing while 


...experienced infan- 
trymen look upon 
those responsible for 
their equipment with 
visceral contempt. 
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breaking it down, the load could be 
reduced from around 25 pounds to 
about 15 and you'd only come up 
about one day short of food before the 
next resupply. 

Most people think rations simply 
miracle themselves into existence 
when soldiers need them. Not true. 
Commanders have to buy rations out 
of unit funds. (Why did nobody kill 
“systems analyst "McNamara and his 
bean-counter “Whiz- Kids?”) Light 
weight dried rations (LRPs) were 
(and still are) so expensive that com- 
manders bought (and still buy) “wet' 
rations — which essentially doubles 
the “hump weight” of food carried by 
foot soldiers. “Little or no account 
was taken of the prices paid in re- 
duced mobility and lowered morale of 
infantrymen forced to carry the 
weight of water and metal in their 
relatively inexpensive canned ra- 
tions.” Even today with our Meals 
Rejected by Ethiopians (MREs) the 
situation is no better. To avoid the 
prospect of issuing light weight dried 
rations to infantrymen, the money is 
squandered instead on such vital items 
as breast cancer research, private 
room dormitories, “quality of life,” 
new office furniture for Starred Cow- 
ards, and other “national defense” 
priorities. 

“Many footmobile war winners 
throughout history,” Kearny reminds 
us, “have eaten ready-to-eat dry ra- 
tions and taken pride in being tough 
and enduring.” The Viet Cong's 
parched rice and the parched corn and 
jerky of American Indians and fron- 
tiersmen are given as examples. 
Kearny describes the development of 
the Jungle Ration of World War II. 
“We developed the Jungle Ration by 
having infantrymen engaged in rig- 
orous jungle operations select the 
kinds and amounts of dry foods they 
preferred.... No effort was made to 
economize on costs or amounts of 
expensive components such as dried 
beef and dried apricots, for we believed 
— just as I still believe — that jungle 
infantrymen should be given excel- 
lent lightweight rations.” Kearny's 
budget heresy would cause today’s 
Army bean counters to pale and 
swoon, but as Kearny correctly points 
out, “The cost of the best combat ra- 
tions is a tiny fraction of the total cost 
of equipping, transporting, paying, 
and maintaining the soldiers who do 


most of the fighting and dying....” 
Hear that commanders? Don't buy 
copier paper, buy dry rations — fools. 

1 he main components of the 
Jungle Ration were “...slightly salted 
dried beef, dried apricots, dried 
peaches, raisins, and pitted prunes, 
Grape- nuts, and hardtack... quite 
dense powdered whole milk, roasted 
salted peanuts, white sugar, and hard 
candy.... Small packets of lemon 
powder fortified with vitamin C, a 
chocolate or cocoa powder, salt, pep- 
per, and several other seasonings.... 
A can opener, matches, toilet paper 
and cigarettes....” 

[Take note of that last item all you 
anti-tobacco freaks in the chain of 
command. Tobacco 
is one of the real 
infantryman’s only 
pleasures, aside from 
alcohol — I propose 
a campaign to restore 
the Rum Ration — 
and I believe the re- 
moval of cigarettes 
from rations was a de- 
liberate move by our 
prissy, oh- so social- 
conscience garrison 
soldier Destroyers to 
cripple the morale of 
field — read real — 
soldiers.] 

How was the 
Jungle Ration issued? 

In 10-ration water- 
proof boxes contain- 
ing cans of ration 
items. The cans were opened and ra- 
tion items were packed into the “six 
to eight” cotton, rubber lined, wa- 
terproof Food Bags (designed by 
Kearny, samples of which are still wa- 
terproof today) each man was issued. 
Each ration provided almost 4,000 
calories (an MRE provides a whop- 
ping 1,300 calories). Like anything 
else beneficial to the infantry, the 
Army bureaucracy, in the official guise 
of “influential nutritionists” at the 
Army Subsistence Research & De- 
velopment Laboratory, felt com- 
pelled to destroy anything not 
developed by their own civilian in- 
fested collective. Kearny's Jungle Ra- 
tion was phased out by 1943, being 
replaced by SR&DL's own execrable 
K-Ration. Merrill's Marauders suf- 
fered chronic malnutrition eating 
them because Kearny was ordered to 


not display his Jungle Ration for 
General Stilwell's consideration 
while the logistics of the CBI cam- 
paign were being planned. 

While we're on the subject of ra- 
tions, MREs are now politically cor- 
rect, with “vegan,” Jewish and Arab 
friendly “menus.” No one has ex- 
plained why this is desirable. 

Boots 


N 


“The cost of the best 
combat rations is a 
tiny fraction of the to- 
tal cost of equipping, 
transporting, paying, 
and maintaining the 
soldiers who do most 
of the fighting and dy- 
ing....” Hear that com- 
manders? Don’t buy 
copier paper, buy dry 
rations — fools. 


ext to food, the 
infantryman's eternal la- 
ment is his boots. Garrison 
soldiers believe boots should look 
snappy and hold a good spit shine. 

Infantrymen want 
boots that fit and are 
durable and comfort- 
able. The sadists at 
Natick Labs go to ex- 
traordinary lengths 
to ensure infantry- 
men are issued pre- 
cisely the opposite of 
what they need. 

Personally, I never 
cared for the Tropical 
Combat Boot (jungle 
boot). The upper was 
too short, the leather 
lowers, once wet, 
never dried, the sole 
was too hard, and 
that damned metal 
plate always cracked. 
_______ The only thing I 

liked about them was 
that they did shed mud and had de- 
cent traction on wet clay ground, 
which cannot be said about any other 
Army boot. Kearny, at his own ex- 
pense, got the Army to accept the 
Panama sole for its jungle boots. (He 
signed away any rights and royalties 
to the mud shedding “Panama Sole” 
to the two German Jews who per- 
fected the vulcanization process of 
securing soles to uppers — the de- 
sign wasn't his anyway; the “Panama 
Sole” was designed by one of his 
NCOs in Panama.) I can attest to the 
Panama Sole's effectiveness. My first 
pair of jungle boots had Vibram soles. 
They may as well have been issued 
with flat soles for all the traction they 
provided. Speaking of flat soles on 
jungle boots, “cool guys” on SF 
HALO Teams like to get flat soles 
put on their boots. Style points count 
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for everything on a HALO Team, as 
most HALO Teams are useless on the 
ground anyway because they spend all 
their training time practicing the in- 
filtration technique. Looking good is 
more important than being compe- 
tent in today’s Special Forces. 

Here’s one of the infuriating gems 
you’ll find in Jungle Snafus ... And 
Remedies. Kearny conducted wear 
tests on issue jungle boot soles versus 
soles made of ‘modern truck tire rub- 
ber.” He abraded both types on coarse 
sandstone: “[A] lug made of modern 
truck tire rubber wore down about half 
as much as did the lug of a current 
Panama Sole... One of the reasons 
for this inferior durability [of the is- 
sue jungle boot] is the Army’s re- 
quirement that boot soles be made of 
rubber that doesn't leave marks on bar- 
rack and other floors. [Emphasis 
added.] Another victory for pretty- 
boys and garrison soldiers at the ex- 
pense of field soldiers. 

As I write this I have next to me a 
pair of Malaysian jungle boots I 
bought 10 years ago for my field kit. 
They are almost identical to the US 
Army’s World War II jungle boot de- 
scribed in Jungle Snafus... And Rem- 
edies. Both have 12 inch high uppers 
of permeable cotton duck extending 
to the soles which allows water and 
sweat to run out, and the soles are 
made of rubber. They weigh 2 lb 14 
oz.. The jungle boots I wore my last 
year until retirement weigh 3 lb, 12 
oz. If you don’t think one pound of 
boot weight makes a difference while 
you’re humping, you’re not an infan- 
tryman. As Kerney points out, “one 
pound on a soldier’s feet causes him 
to expend four times as much energy 
when walking off roads as when car- 
rying one pound on his back over the 
same rough terrain.” It doesn’t do any 
good to say “I told you so.” Officers 
go deaf after they get their eagle, and 
the faculties of generals fail one-by- 
one as their number of stars increase. 

By far the best pair of boots I was 
ever issued were the “rough side out” 
desert boots of Desert Scam fame (3 
lb, 8 oz.). Zero break-in tune, pli- 
able, and so comfortable that I now 
wear them around town without 
socks. It was, of course, forbidden to 
wear them in uniform unless one was 
authorized the wear of full Desert 
BDU. They’re not black, you see, and 
can’t be shined pretty. 


Weapons 

K earny begins his chapter “AK- 
47 Versus M-16...” with his 
frustration at being unarmed 
in a Saigon hotel during the first night 
of the ‘68 Tet Offensive: “[N]either 
American civilians... nor American 
military personnel in Saigon who 
were notwith combat 
units were permitted 
to have firearms. If 
armed, somebody 
might get shot.” 

(Sound familiar, 
guys? Generals are 
deathly afraid of fire- 
arms.) After the first 
night’s festivities he 
wandered into the 
street to collect AK- 
47 cartridge cases. 

“To my surprise, that 
enemy ‘brass’ was 
dirty, coated with a 
cosmoline-like 
grease. ’’That discov- 
ery would have sur- 
prised no GI who’d 
fought zipperheads 
in the jungle. “On 
examining those 
greasy, dirty, Chi- 
nese-made AK-47 
cartridge cases...,” 

Kearny realized that, 

“Only the traditional 
refusal of Army Ordinance to copy 
and improve superior foreign weap- 
ons can explain why Americans in 
Vietnam did not have improved 
Kalashnikov- type rifles. ...” After do- 
ing what any reasonable man would 
do in such circumstances, stealing a 
191 1- A 1, he reflected upon “how dif- 
ficult it is to dislodge resolute infan- 
trymen from a city.” 

As I write this, I am reflecting on 
the AKM resting on my lap. (The 
neatest thing about writing this re- 
view is that I can retrieve from any 
given corner of my house one of the 
items Kearny discusses in his book 
and have it before me as I describe his 
evaluation of it.) I’ve had the M-16 
inflicted upon me almost my entire 
time in the Army, and I’ve owned sev- 
eral AR-15s which I held on to just 
long enough to trade for something 
useful. But never would I trade away 


my AKM. Consider the reality; the 
AK-47 was designed for Russian peas- 
ants living under primitive field con- 
ditions. It has sloppy tolerances so 
even if the ammo gets greasy, cor- 
roded, or dirty — it still shoots. Bury 
it in the mud — it still shoots. Throw 
it around, abuse it, don’t clean it for 
weeks in the field — it still shoots. 
Its magazines are heavy, robust and 
reinforced. And, as 
Kearny points out, 
even if by some 
chance a cartridge 
does get stuck in the 
chamber, it has its 
cleaning rod at- 
tached under the 
barrel so the stuck 
case can be quickly 
knock out. Given the 
choice between an 
M-16 (any variant) 
and an AK, I’d pick 
the AK without a 
moment’s hesitation. 
And so would just 
about every field sol- 
dier I know. 

Kearny recounts 
numerous cases of the 
M-16 jamming dur- 
ing fire fights, from 
Viet Nam to Desert 
Scam. While in Viet 
Nam to evaluate is- 
sued jungle equip- 
ment and 

recommend re-adoption of his World 
War II innovations, Kearny proposed 
a comparative firing test between the 
M-16 and AK-47 when subjected to 
the muck and grime of typical infan- 
try combat. “...I talked with the range 
officer in command, an Army Ordi- 
nance colonel. He flatly forbade any 
firing test comparing the M-16 with 
the AK-47.” For good reason; such a 
comparison might have demoralized 
the infantry, many of whom 
unhesitatingly armed themselves 
with AK-47s whenever the opportu- 
nity arose. “Depressing,” Kearny ob- 
serves, “how American ego and the 
interests of Army Ordinance and of 
project- seeking private organizations 
usually keep us from copying obvi- 
ously superior foreign weapons and 
equipment.” I think it’s simpler than 
that: The chain of command hates us. 

Take the M-60 machine-gun. 
One of the Great Lies told to the in- 


“...I talked with the 
range officer in com- 
mand, an Army Ordi- 
nance colonel. He 
flatly forbade any fir- 
ing test comparing the 
M-16 with the AK- 
47.” For good reason; 

such a comparison 
might have demoral- 
ized the infantry, many 
of whom 

unhesitatingly armed 
themselves with AK- 
47s whenever the op- 
portunity arose. 
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ment, is due to bureaucratic inertia. 
He still has faith in “the System.” I 
think the failure to adopt superior 
infantry weapons and equipment is 
due to a civilian run “system” of insti- 
tutionalized corruption characterized 
by their abiding loathing of anything 
that will strengthen 
our Army. IVe been 
forced to use Natick 
Labs’ equipment, and 
I always swore I’d get 
my revenge. This re- 
view is not what I 
have in mind. 

Jungle Snafus ... 

And Remedies should 
be required reading 
for all company grade 
officers and senior 
noncommissioned 
officers. Preferably before they receive 
their mandatory lobotomies at Com- 
mand and General Staff College and 
Advanced NCO Academy. Who 
knows? Perhaps they’ll retain some 
dim, disjointed memory of it. 

NUKES ARENT 
SO BAD 

A Brief Word 


me that it is illegal to shoot those 
kinds of people. 

I’ve always been fascinated with 
nuclear weapons. Talk about the ul- 
timate expression of man’s control of 
fire! At an early age I consumed the 
Defense Department book “Effects 
of Nuclear Weap- 
ons.” In school I al- 
ways protested the 
body lined hallway 
“duck and cover” 
drills that seemed de- 
signed to ensure ev- 
erybody became 
“One with the 
rubble.” And the va- 
cant lots around our 
house ( too close to 
Offutt AFB) were 
dotted with my ten 
foot deep shelters, cave bored and 
richly stocked with purloined canned 
goods. My classmates always whined 
the Commie mantra they were taught 
by our dimwit anti nuclear women 
teachers, “Who’d want to survive a 
nuclear war?” I’d respond, “ME! You 
IDIOT!” At West Point I had to go 
to projectionist training so I could 
repair the training films about nukes 
and how to survive the “nuclear 
battlefield” I wore out. So when I re- 
ceived my review copy of Nuclear War 
Survival Skills I dropped everything 
and consumed it also. 


I used to spit on 
nuclear demonstra- 
tors. Mrs. Barry con- 
stantly reminds me 
that it is illegal to 
shoot those kinds of 
people. 


fantry is that the M-60 “copied de- 
sign features from the German MG- 
42” (now called the MG-3 — note 
that the same LMG has been in con- 
tinuous use by the Wehrmacht and 
Bundeswehr since 1942). The only 
design feature on the M-60 copied 
from the MG-42 is the feed-tray 
pawls. The rest of the M-60 is pure 
Ordinance stupidity. Infantrymen 
call the M-60 “The Pig” due to its 
legendary unreliability. It is now be- 
ing replaced by the M-240, a modish 
looking copy of the Belgian MAG- 
58, which is notorious for its side- 
plate failures. Meanwhile, real 
infantrymen continue to pine after 
the excellent and combat proven 
MG-3. 

Then, there’s the RPG-7. Any- 
body who has used the RPG-7 dur- 
ing side-by-side comparisons 
between it and the LAW and AT-4 
spits on the AT-4; the LAW being 
simply beneath contempt. During 
Viet N am, several attempts were made 
to convince Ordnance to copy the 
RPG-7. Even General 
Westmoreland, after he became 
Army Chief of Staff, advocated copy- 
ing the RPG-7. “To no avail!”, writes 
Kearny. “No one has succeeded in 
persuading Army Ordinance to ‘re- 
verse engineer’ the RPG-7 or the 
more recently produced PRG-16.” 
Why does Ordnance refuse to copy 
obviously superior foreign weapons? 
Kearny doesn’t say it; and he may, for 
all I know, not even believe it. But 
the reason the U S Army does not copy 
and adopt superior foreign weapons 
is because procurement officers would 
not get cushy retirement jobs in the 
“defense” industry that insists on 
foisting its second-rate trash on the 
Army with the collusion of those 
same procurement officers. 

Jungle Sanfus...And Remedies cov- 
ers many other subjects of concern to 
infantrymen including, flotation 
bladders, backpackable boats, ma- 
chetes and knives, compasses, insect 
repellents, rain gear, load carrying 
equipment, and individual medical 
kits. In short, those things that im- 
prove the lot of the infantryman, in- 
stead of the career of some mid-grade 
pencil- neck bureaucrat. 

Kearny optimistically believes the 
Army’s unwillingness to copy obvi- 
ously superior foreign weapons, or 
adopt truly useful infantry equip- 


R emember the Communist 
“peace” and antinuclear 
movements? You know, the 
ones whose scripts were written in 
Moscow and were largely financed by 
the Rockefeller Foundation. (Gee, I 
wonder why.) One blathering mouth 
attached to the body of a propagan- 
dist masquerading as a scientist called 
Carl Sagan figured prominently, 
spreading doom and gloom about 
“nuclear winter” and other fantastic 
nonsense to a doltish generation 
(which now “governs” us, by the way) 
of mush-minds raised by the 
Telescreen because their parents were 
too busy “finding themselves.” Stu- 
pid females pushed prams stuffed with 
their little beasts wearing skeleton 
masks, while morons called “clergy” 
waved signs demanding that America 
prostrate itself before its Communist 
enemies as a sign of “good faith.” I 
used to spit on nuclear demonstra- 
tors. Mrs. Barry constantly reminds 


Fact and Fantasy 

O ne the things I learned read 
ing “Effects of Nuclear 
Weapons” at a tender age was 
that nuclear war is survivable. To be 
sure, the devastation would be mas- 
sive in the major cities, and around 
military facilities. Military facilities 
are natural targets and we should la- 
ment their inevitable loss. However, 
I never could quite figure out how 
having, say, Los Angeles, New York, 
Chicago, or Washington D.C. get 
sucked up into a temporary mini- sun 
could be described as a “tragedy” given 
that cities are where the majority of 
our national Problems reside in the 
first place. Unfortunately, most of 
those Problems have massive shelters 
into which they can retreat at first 
warning, from which they will issue 
greasy laments while urging the rest 
of us to remain calm. Problems have 
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a nasty habit of ensuring their own 
taxpayer funded survival. 

But what if, when the Problems 
emerged from their shelters, they 
found that most of their victims had 
also survived and, well, didn’t need 
them any more; indeed, our Problems 
found us waiting for them to emerge? 
Although Kearny is by no means a 
political commentator, and probably 
disagrees with my considerable dis- 
trust of W well intentioned” govern- 
ment, the mere fact that nuclear war 
is survivable has been one of the most 
diligently suppressed bits of knowl- 
edge in America. I mean, the Com- 
munist led antinuclear “movement” 
and the Establishment media can’t be 
contradicted, can they? Their con- 
certed antinuclear propaganda cam- 
paign was intended to both debilitate 
civil defense, and instill “...the accep- 
tance by most Americans of one or 
both of two false beliefs. ...” First, “that 
nuclear war would be such a terrible 
catastrophe that it was an unthink- 
able impossibility.” Second, that, “if 
a nuclear war were to break out, it 
would be the end of mankind.” 
Kearny dismisses both beliefs with 
objective proof in Nuclear War Sur- 
vival Skills . 

When the first edition of Nuclear 
War Survival Skills appeared in 1979, 
Jimmy Carter’s newly created Federal 
Emergency Management Adminis- 
tration (FEMA) snapped up thou- 
sands of copies — and did nothingwith 
them. Yet, if you made any effort on 
your own to learn how to protect your- 
self you were branded a “survivalist” 
or an “extremist” and were (and still 
are) considered a positive menace. 
Building a nuclear shelter was (and 
still is) considered “antigovernment.” 
Laying in enough food and water to 
survive was (and still is) called 
“hoarding.” 

Meanwhile, the Establishment’s 
propaganda mills continued to churn 
out nuclear war doom and gloom in 
rhythm with Communist shrieks 
that America disarm. What were our 
nomenklatura s allies in Moscow and 
Peking doing at the same time? 
Teaching their peasants how to sur- 
vive a nuclear war. “The dangers from 
nuclear weapons have been distorted 
and exaggerated for varied reasons,” 
Kearny writes. “These exaggerations 
have become demoralizing myths, 
believed by millions of Americans.” 


Demoralizing America was, and still 
is policy. That policy was called Mu- 
tually Assured Destruction, which 
meant, given that our nomenklatura's 
Communist allies completely ig- 
nored with a wink and a nod from our 
own “government” any and all limi- 
tations treaties, today, MAD stands 
for Mostly Americans Die. Our 
deaths in any nuclear exchange, you 
see, is still official 
policy. Our “govern- 
ment” really does 
hate us. 

Because our “gov- 
ernment” hates us 
and wants us to die in 
any nuclear ex- 
change, we should 
hate them back by 
surviving in order to 
exact our revenge 
against them for 
their policies which 
were intentionally 
designed to kill us. 

And surviving a nuclear war is what 
Nuclear War Survival Skills is all 
about. But before you can survive a 
nuclear war you need to know what 
you’re really up against (besides “gov- 
ernment”). Chapter 1, “The Dangers 
from Nuclear Weapons: Facts and 
Myths,” puts the lie to the propa- 
ganda we ve been spoon fed by our 
domestic enemies and their approved 
media for two generations. 

Just a few choice examples. It is a 
myth that fallout radiation would 
poison everything and everyone (the 
“On the Beach” propaganda). The 
fact is that radiation from fallout de- 
cays rapidly, and in all but the most 
extreme cases, it would be completely 
safe to emerge from shelters and start 
rebuilding within days of the blast. It 
is a myth that in “the worse-hit parts 
of Hiroshima and Nagasaki... every- 
one was killed by blast, radiation, or 
fire.”The fact is that despite the Jap’s 
opportunistic exploitation of the 
Hologuilt industry, conventional 
earth covered pole shelters 100 yards 
from ground zero remained essen- 
tially undamaged, and their occu- 
pants, although burned by the 
entering blast wind, largely survived. 
(Almost everybody in large earth shel- 
ters, even those without blast doors, 
up to 500 yards away lived, “even 
though... deep inside the zone within 
which all buildings were destroyed.”) 


It is a myth that nuclear warfare will 
result in an unsurvivable “nuclear 
winter” that makes extinct all life on 
earth. The fact is that this is Com- 
munist propaganda, foisted upon a 
rendered-stupid-by-government- 
education-and-drooling-fore-the- 
Telescreen American public by Parade 
magazine and the unrelenting Estab- 
lishment media through “popular 
(now mercifully dead) 
astronomer” Carl 
Sagan and his Soviet 
“scientist” buddies. 

There’s much 
more. Ozone deple- 
tion? Nope. Food 
and water poisoned? 
Nope. Destruction 
proportional to the 
size of the warhead? 
Nope. “Overkill?” 
Nope. Sorry to shat- 
ter your morbid fan- 
tasies, but you can 
live through a nuclear 
war and thrive afterwards. Why 
doesn’t “government” tell you this? 
Our nomenklatura has a vested inter- 
est in your demise; they prefer you 
don’t live through a nuclear war. 
Kearny does... 

...And He Tells You How 

K earny’s singular genius is ex- 
plaining in plain English not 
only what you need to do to 
survive a nuclear war, but how to im- 
provise those means necessary in 
short order from readily available 
materials. He gathered this informa- 
tion while working as a civil defense 
researcher at Oak Ridge Laboratory. 
He extensively studied the civil de- 
fense preparations of the Soviet 
Union, Communist China, Switzer- 
land and Sweden, and designed and 
tested practical, do-it-yourself sur- 
vival equipment and improvised shel- 
ters. 

Chapter 5, “Shelter, the Greatest 
Need,” is particularly helpful as it 
contains a detailed description of the 
different types of radiation and their 
effects and the types and densities of 
shielding needed for protection. The 
three types of radiation are alpha, 
beta, and light-like gamma. Three 
feet of earth is needed to provide pro- 
tection from 999 out of 1000 gamma 


...MAD stands for 
Mostly Americans 
Die. Our deaths in any 
nuclear exchange, you 
see, is still official 
policy. Our “govern- 
ment” really does hate 
us. 
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rays, although almost any kind of 
shelter will provide protection from 
alpha and beta radiation fallout par- 
ticles. Contrary to popular myths 
about radiation fallout, beta particles 
penetrate only about ten feet in air, 
and one- eighth inch of nearly any 
shielding provides sufficient protec- 
tion. The greatest danger from beta 
radiation is contact with fresh (less 
than several days old) beta contami- 
nated food (ingestion) and fallout 
particles in direct contact with the 
skin (beta burns). Alpha radiation is 
by far the least harmful, being unable 
to penetrate unbroken skin. (Pluto- 
nium, billed by the Establishment 
propaganda machine as the “most 
poisonous substance in existence” 
emits alpha radiation. You can hold a 
lump of plutonium in your hand in 
complete safety.) The only danger 
from alpha radiation is ingesting al- 
pha contaminated food and water, or 
inhaling alpha particles. 

Given the above facts about radia- 
tion, even simple expedient shelters 
provide adequate protection from the 
initial burst of gamma “light” and 
excellent protection from fallout ra- 
diation. This protection is increased 
by constructing expedient blast shel- 
ters. Kearny provides plans for sev- 
eral types of tested and proven 
expedient blast shelters. These expe- 
dient blast shelters were built and 
blast tested in Defense Nuclear 
Agency blast tests, and their occu- 
pants “could survive uninjured in ex- 
tensive blast areas where fallout 
shelters would not prevent deaths and 
injury.” As if to underscore the insti- 
tutionalized incompetence of our fed- 
eral agencies, Kearny warns that none 
of the “permanent home or family 
shelters described in official OCD, 
DCPA or FEMA free shelter-build- 
ing instruction pamphlets have been 
built for evaluation and/ or testing. ...” 
That figures. 

Nuclear War Survival Skills has 
numerous plans for the excellent and 
practical improvised equipment 
needed for shelter survival One such 
device is the homemade shelter- ven- 
tilating pump. I spent a large part of 
my military service as a sniper, and 
speaking from direct personal expe- 
rience I can tell you that living in a 
hole in the ground (a “hide”) sucks. 
It's hot, it’s dirty, and the air inside 
gets very stale, very fast. Adequate 
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ventilation is a priority in under- 
ground living, not 
only to circulate the 
air, but to remove the 
humidity that results 
from people living to- 
gether in what can 
most politely be de- 
scribed as cramped 
quarters. Kearny de- 
signed a most useful 
expedient device 
known, appropri- 
ately, as the Kearny 
Air Pump (KAP), 
the largest version of 
which will circulate 
11,000 cubic feet of 
air per minute 
through a large base- “ “ 

ment shelter. 

Remembering that fallout gamma 
radiation has a deep and penetrating 
“glow,” it is vital to know what dose 
of radiation you are receiving. Using 
the plans in Nuclear War Survival 
Skills it’s a cinch to survive a nuclear 
weapon’s blast, but fallout will emit 
persistent radiation, and only “an ac- 
curate, dependable fallout meter will 
enable survivors to answer... life-or- 
death questions” about when, and for 
how long, it is safe to leave the shel- 
ter. Radiation is measured in dose 
rates, and the amount of radiation you 
are absorbing must be known with 
certainty. For this you need both a 
dosimeter, which measures the total 
dose you’ve absorbed, and a dose rate 
meter, which tells you how quickly 
you’re absorbing it. (50% of people 
who are exposed to a dose of 350 
roentgens over a few days will die.) If 
you can afford only one instrument it 
should be the dose rate meter. It is 
simply a matter of calculation and 
record keeping to determine the to- 
tal dose received over a given time, 
which is all the dosimeter does. 

Surplus dose rate meters are avail- 
able on the market. Just one prob- 
lem. They don’t work. “I learned,” 
Kearny reports, “that the manufac- 
turing company [that sold its instru- 
ments to the Office of Civil Defense] 
sold to the public its instruments that 
did not pass Government quality 
tests.” Most models sold to govern- 
ment are equally unreliable. The so- 
lution is obvious — buy foreign. The 
Universal Survey Meter RD-10 
manufactured in Finland by Alnor 


Plutonium, billed by 
the Establishment 
propaganda machine 
as the “most poisonous 
substance in existence” 
emits alpha radiation. 
You can hold a lump 
of plutonium in your 
hand in complete 
safety. 


Oy is recommended. The 1988 price 
is $1,100. Or, you can 
make your own dose 
rate meter for about 
17 (1988) “dollars.” 
It’s another of 
Kearny’s inventions 
called, appropriately, 
the Kearny Fallout 
Meter (KFM). “A 
KFM is more accu- 
rate than most civil 
defense instruments, 
and its accuracy is 
permanently estab- 
lished by the laws of 
physics... provided it 
is made and main- 
tained according to the 
— “ ' ” instructions .” [Origi- 
nal emphases.] And it doesn’t require 
batteries. Detailed plans are provided 
in Nuclear War Survival Skills. 


Conclusion 


: 


oth Jungle Snafus... And Rem- 
edies, and Nuclear War Sur- 
vival Skills , are remarkable 
books and should be a permanent part 
of everyone’s home library. Only if 
you are concerned, that is, with 
proven combat equipage, and surviv- 
ing nuclear war. Professional soldiers 
should be concerned with Jungle 
Snafus... And Remedies , while civil- 
ians should be concerned with Nuclear 
War Survival Skills . Citizen soldiers 
should be concerned with both. 
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THE SIEGE 

Smearing the White American Male 

Soldier 

by 

Bettina McCann 

Researcher, The Resister 

With Introduction by 
SFC Steven M. Barry, USA (Ret.) 


Watching Between the 
Frames 

F ive days before Veterans Day, 
on 06 November 1998, “The 
Siege,” an Establishment pro- 
paganda vehicle intended to rehabili- 
tate the FBTs image, was inflicted 
upon us. The FBI is presented as pro- 
tectors and defenders of the Consti- 
tution and the unalienable rights of 
man. Never mind that in reality the 
FBI has become our version of the 
Soviet Ministertsvo Gosudarstvennoy 
Bezopasnosti (MGB, Ministry of 
State Security). Ignore the fact that 
some of the “crimes” the FBI investi- 
gates are Communist inventions. 
Economic “crimes,” including busi- 
nesses that have become “too big” and 
protecting one’s money from confis- 
cation, and political “crimes,” like 
exercising your freedom of associa- 
tion, and having disapproved 

thoughts, i.e., “hate ” (fill in 

the blank). And turn a blind eye to 
the FBI’s internal security army, the 
Hostage Rescue Teams. Pay no at- 
tention to that man behind the cur- 
tain, pulling the levers to the FBI’s 
smiley face. 

The Siege sparked numerous pro- 
tests by Arab activist groups, chief 
among them the Council on Ameri- 
can Islamic Relations (CAIR). I can’t 
help but wonder if that (besides put- 
ting a fresh coat of paint over the FBI’s 
political rot) wasnt the whole idea for 
producing The Siege, given that Zi- 
onists are in complete control of Hol- 
lywood, and produce or underwrite 
the vile anti-white, anti-American, 


anti-Christian filth that issues from 
that cesspool. Consider this quote 
from Ben Stein (who views this as a 
positive development), in the 17 No- 
vember 1998 Washington Times : 


“The Secretary of 
State is Jewish, the 
Secretary of Defense 
is half-Jewish, the 
Secretary of the 


You can not. Jewish Bolshevik 
complicity in America’s destruction 
is becoming just a tad too obvious to 
ignore (even though it’s forbidden to 
mention it). Also, the holocaust and 
“persecution” industries are starting 
to run out of victims, and the black- 
mail and looting of Europe by the 
World Jewish Congress is starting to 
attract attention to the activities of 
the “persecuted.” Time for a new 
threat to imbed our national atten- 
tion elsewhere. Arabs are convenient. 

Why, you might reasonably ask, 
would Arab terrorists have any rea- 
son to attack America? You’re forbid- 
den to realize that if America simply 
cast adrift its welfare province, Israel, 
Arab terrorism in America would stop 
overnight. But, an end to Arab ter- 
rorism would be counterproductive, 
wouldn’t it? After all, Israel, our best 
ally against fanatic Arab terrorists, is 
the origin of Arab terrorism. There- 
fore, reason our 
““ ~ nomenklatura, we 
need more Arab ter- 
rorism in America. 
Or at least exacerbate 

Treasury is the only * • • -n i the conditions for it 

one who’s Jewish and America, it will merely 


.should martial law 
ever be declared in 


admits he’s Jewish. 

We have many Jew- 
ish senators and con- 
gressmen. The head of 
every major Holly- 
wood studio is Jewish . 

The heads of all the 
networks are Jewish. 

The heads of two out 

of the four national — — 

newspapers are Jew- 
ish. The heads of every Ivy League 
university are Jewish.” [Emphasis 
added.] 

So, what happened to nationalism, 
national defense, and constitutional 
money? What “laws” have their con- 
gressmen and senators created that 
cannot be traced to Communist ide- 
ology? Name a recent motion picture 
that is not cultural Marxist (politi- 
cally correct) propaganda. Name a 
television program or newspaper that 
does not editorially promote homo- 
sexuality, promiscuity, “diversity,” 
multiculturalism, feminism, environ- 
mentalism or atheism. Name an Ivy 
League university that does not 
openly promote Bolshevism. 


be enforced by the 
military. Martial law 
will run by, and its 
commissars will be, 
our freshly white- 
washed FBI. 


while heightening 
“public awareness,” 
which is why Islamic 
terrorists were the 
U.S. State 

Department’s desig- 
nated bogeymen of 
counter-terrorism 
“legislation” in 1995. 
Terrorism, you see, 

i. — creates laws and 

agencies to combat 
it. It creates population control mea- 
sures. It creates tyranny. Which suits 
Tel Aviv- on- Potomac, its New York 
nomenklatura , and its Hollywood 
propaganda agencies just fine. 

And what better way to secure that 
objective than by casting one of the 
effects of Zionism — Islamic terror- 
ism — as the cause not only to re- 
deem the (justifiably sullied) 
reputation of our internal security 
police in the minds of the drooling 
peasantry, but also by inciting mili- 
tant political unrest among Arabs in 
America in order to instigate the very 
situation depicted in The Siege? 

The Siege is seen by some as a “trial 
balloon” to gauge public reaction to a 
martial law scenario. It was a trial bal- 
loon all right, but not in that sense. 
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The real trial balloon is to gauge pub- 
lic reaction to ever increasing popu- 
lation control measures versus martial 
law to combat “domestic terrorism.” 
Better, we are expected to believe, to 
have an omnipresent federal internal 
security apparatus embodied in the 
constantly expanding, “diverse” and 
“tolerant” FBI. This is for “public” 
safety; or, more precisely, the safety 
of our nomenklatura. Our government 
really does hate us. 

I predict that, should martial law 
ever be declared in America, it will 
merely be enforced by the military. 
Martial law will run by, and its com- 
missars will be, our freshly white- 
washed FBI. That , gentle reader, was 
the message of The Siege. [SMB] 

The Plot 

A re you prepared for a journey 
into the suspension of disbe- 
lief, the propagandized and 
politically correct world of 
Hollywood's “Silver Screen?” Arab 
terrorist cells set out on a series of 
suicide bombings in New York City 
after a fundamentalist sheik (sus- 
pected mastermind of a recent major 
bombing in Beirut) is covertly ab- 
ducted and taken prisoner by the US 
Army. The terrorists, remnants of a 
CIA net abandoned following a 
“policy change,” take serious personal 
objection to being betrayed and bring 
the war home to their betrayers. 

Their objections are punctuated 
by the bombing of a city bus (with 
passengers), a Broadway theater filled 
with “the cultural elite” of New York 
(in retrospect, an act of kindness to- 
ward Americans, not terrorism), and 
the FBI headquarters in New York 
City which results in some 600 dead. 
President Clinton then invokes the 
War Powers Act and martial law is 
declared in NY City. Arab men be- 
tween the ages of 14-30 (the age 
group of the suspected terrorists) are 
rounded up and interned in Madison 
Square Garden and held for interro- 
gation. 

The play within the play is the 
running dialogue between our FBI 
heroes, CIA pragmatists and Army 
“extremists” about Constitutional 
and ethical conflicts. What the plot 
boils down to is the heroic and noble 
FBI versus the Machiavellian CIA 


and the villainous Army. The Arab 
terrorists are but shills for the FBI 
whitewash. 

The Players 

T here are four factions in The 
Siege. The first faction is the 
multiracial, multicultural, 
kinder, gentler, Constitution con- 
scious FBI. Their leader is “African- 
American” Anthony “Hub” Hubbard 
(played by Negro actor Denzel Wash- 
ington), head of the joint FBI/ 
NYPD terrorism task force. He is 
sensitive, determined 
and the very beacon 
of morality. Not only 
does he save New 
York City from the 
film's villain, he saves 
The Children too. 

In the first Chil- 
dren scene he success- 
fully negotiates the 
release of the children 
on the ill fated bus. In 
the second Children 
scene, he makes a 
daring charge into a 
classroom of white 
children held hostage 
by a bomb and gun 
wielding terrorist. 

Single handed, he 
heroically shoots the 
terrorist dead and 
saves the innocent 
children. Where was 
this guy during 
Waco? 

Hub’s sidekick is Frank, a “Leba- 
nese-American” agent (played by 
Tony Shalhoub). Frank provides a few 
one-liners, is pretty much supportive 
of Hub, and his ethnicity is one of 
many safety valves used in this movie 
to ameliorate criticism of Arabs in the 
story. Not all goes well for Frank. He 
becomes personally “victimized” by 
martial law when his teenage son is 
taken from his home and interned 
with the rest of the 14-30 year old 
males of Arab extraction who fit the 
terrorist profile. He gives up his badge 
and declares he will no longer be the 
Bureau's “sand nigger”. Later, at 
Hub's insistence, he takes back his 
badge and helps get the bad guys. 

There is also an “Asian- American” 
female agent named Tina (no rela- 


tion). She is not a major character 
but she dominates several important 
scenes as the Choir. In one scene she 
is asked what group would likely be 
the suspects after the first terrorist 
bombing. Hub asks her, “Sounds po- 
litical, do you think it's militia?” She 
quickly responds, “No, not their 
style.” 

CUT! 

W hat style would that be? 

What examples are they 
using? We're not told — 
and not expected to 
ask those questions. 
Note the default as- 
sumption that politi- 
cal “crime” must be 
attributable to “mili- 
tias” unless proven 
otherwise, and the 
default assumption 
on the part of the 
FBI that militias are 
terrorist organiza- 
tions. 

And while we’re 
on the subject, stop 
for a second and feel 
(since movies are de- 
signed to evoke feel- 
ings, not thought) 
which Establish- 
ment media created 
image the word “mi- 
litia” conjures. 
That’s right! — 
white, male, “racist,” 
Christian, “anti-government extrem- 
ists.” So when our Negro hero asks, 
“Sounds political, do you think it’s 
militia?”, he is not asking another 
actor for an analysis, he's imbedding 
that image, and that feeling , in the 
moviegoer. And when our female 
Asian domestic terrorism analyst an- 
swers, “No, not their style,” she's not 
denying that image, she's cementing 
it in the audiences’ mind. 

It was a quick scene that presented 
the smear as a fact. That dialogue, 
having been delivered by a “multira- 
cial” cast, further imbeds the image. 
That scene, working off an Establish- 
ment media created image, and the 
way it played to the audience, was the 
work of a professionalbrain washer. 

Stay tuned, moviegoers. “Coming 
soon” to a theater near you is “Arling- 


Trailer shown just be- 
fore the playing of The 
Siege: An anti-domes- 
tic terrorism instruc- 
tor has new neighbors. 

They are white, 
middle class and pro- 
ductive. The same type 
of people, the anti-do- 
mestic terrorism in- 
structor tells his 
students, who make 
up American “extrem- 
ist” groups. 
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ton Ave.” Trailer shown just before 
the playing of The Siege: An anti- 
domestic terrorism instructor has 
new neighbors. They are white, 
middle class and productive. The 
same type of people, the anti-domes- 
tic terrorism instructor tells his stu- 
dents, who make up American 
“extremist” groups. And (gasp!) it 
develops that the head of this new 
family on the block is an engineer of 
some sort who secretly is a domestic 
terrorist with plans to blow up a gov- 
ernment building. 

Don’t bother going to see it. You 
already know how it ends. 

Before I leave our multiracial FBI 
heroes I must add, in all fairness, that 
among all the ethnic looking agents 
there is one who is a white male with 
blond hair and blue eyes (they even 
give him some speaking lines, too!). 
He is “Michael.” A little slow, not 
very articulate, a bumbler. He blows 
the tail on an Arab bagman in an 
Arab community in Brooklyn by his 
obvious appearance and blatant be- 
havior. But he tried, real hard. 

I guess the producers — perhaps 
at the insistence of the FBI — wanted 
this character in the film to prove that 
the FBI is an equal opportunity em- 
ployer. 

She Means Well! 

F action two, the CIA, consists 
of one Arab underground and 
an unsupervised, white female 
case officer named Elise/Sharon 
whose specialty is the Arab world and 
whose forte is bartering her body for 
information. 

As it develops, she worked a net- 
work in Iraq training insurgents to 
destabilize Saddam during the Gulf 
War. Part of the training she pro- 
vided was making bombs! Oddly 
enough, bombs with the same firing 
device signatures found in the NYC 
Arab terrorist devices. (Bombs do 
have “signatures.” Bombers tend to 
get complacent by using components 
and firing devices that worked the last 
time. That is the main reason they 
get caught.) 

The CIA is portrayed, through 
Elise/Sharon s behavior, as connivers 
and trouble makers. This is predict- 
able given both the FBFs new coat of 
whitewash and the historical antago- 
nism between the FBI and CIA. 


Particularly ludicrous is the notion 
that fundamentalist Arabs would have 
accepted terrorist training from a 
woman, let alone work in a net orga- 
nized by one. Never mind that she 
cant keep her legs closed. 

This Elise/Sharon creature is the 
Frankenstein creation of feminist 
notions of the ulti- 
mate female. She is 
unattractive, coarse, 
foul mouthed, abra- 
sive, squirms with 
pleasure at the 
thought of lesbian 
gang-rape in prison 
when Hubbard 
threatens to arrest 
her, and she sticks her 
butt in the air for any man who is not 
white. 

Every inch of her being is anti- 
woman. On the outside, her apparel 
consists of the most drab, masculine 
and appalling clothes imaginable — 
she looks like an advertisement for a 
J. Crew catalogue. Her hairstyle is 
best described as nouveau concentra- 
tion camp. 

With a female of this description, 
would it be possible and or logical that 
she would be a CIA agent who is sent 
into the Arab world to recruit, train 
and seduce Arab men? There was ob- 
viously a quota system at work when 
they picked the “heroes” and “hero- 
ines” for this movie. 

Arabs: Villains or Foils? 

F action three is the Arab terror- 
ists. One is expected to assume 
these characters are the vil- 
lains. Superficially, they must be be- 
cause they are the ones doing the 
suicide bombings. Then, there is the 
hue and cry from movie reviewers that 
the portrayal of the Arabs in the 
movie was not fair to “Arab Ameri- 
cans.” (Ignore the fact that the ter- 
rorists were not Americans.) 

I’m going out on a limb here and 
dare to suggest that the terrorists are 
not the true villains. Let’s just say 
payback for betrayal (a “change of 
policy 71 ) is a mother-you-know-what. 
In fact, they are treated with kid gloves 
and the movie gives them a vehicle to 
explain themselves. 

This is accomplished mainly 
through Elise’s mount, Shadir, who 
is also her “cut-out” with the Arab 


world and the FBIs only solid lead. 
Shadir represents the voice and con- 
science of the terrorists. He is given 
several soliloquies that explain the 
plight of being Arab in a Zionist 
scripted American “foreign policy.” In 
his final scene he says, “You believe 
money is power. Belief is power! N ow 
you have to learn the 
consequences of try- 
ing to tell the world 
how to live.” 

I’m rather sur- 
prised the “heads of 
every major Holly- 
wood studio” let that 
line stay in the script, 
given that the Arabs 
haven’t yet been bled 
yellow and bred down by decades of 
international banker inspired wars. 
Can you imagine a white man saying 
that — after four generations of 
pointless wars in which our strongest 
and bravest were slaughtered — and 
meaning it? (The only men I’ve met 
lately are SFU operators. They are our 
last hope, ladies.) 

The terrorist bombing scenes are 
treated rather abstractly. A little 
strange coming from an R rated Hol- 
lywood film. There is only one scene 
that gives a tiny glimpse of the blood 
and carnage that could have come 
from any of the bombings. That scene 
is the theater bombing where a pretty 
brunette woman dressed in an 
evening gown (Lord, help us, I had 
to make that distinction) is stum- 
bling around in shock from the ex- 
plosion that blew off her left forearm. 

Other than that, you see a few body 
bags, some destroyed structures, and 
a (tastefully done, slow motion) bus 
explosion, and that is just about it. 
Which raises the interesting ques- 
tion; “Why?” The answer is that the 
Arab terrorists are stag e props . All 
they provide is the scenery against 
which the FBI acts out their redemp- 
tive morality play. 

Evil White Men 

F action four is the Military. 
When “liberal” Hollywood 
wants to establish a villain, 
they provide the chosen character 
with lines that have truth and merit 
and then make him do things that 
are evil. The brainwash you’re ex- 
pected to take away with you is that 


There was obviously a 
quota system at work 
when they picked the 
“heroes” and “hero- 
ines” for this movie. 
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what a truthful man says must there- 
fore be evil. 

“Liberal” Hollywood is very pow- 
erful and influential. For decades it 
has been the leading brainwashing 
tool in the liberalization of America. 
In the politically correct world of this 
monstrous cabal, the white Ameri- 
can male soldier is not only the vil- 
lain, but also the rationale for their 
loathsome intentions to miscegenate 
the white race. 

Enter Major General William 
Devereaux (played by Bruce Willis). 
He is every inch the white male sol- 
dier — and therefore the villain of the 
movie. Devereaux’s contrived villainy 
is established in his first dialog. The 
scene is with our Negro FBI hero, 
Hubbard, in his office after the bomb- 
ing of the bus. Devereaux: “God, duty, 
honor, country. Around Capital Hill 
or Wall Street or Hollywood — heard 
anyone utter one of those phrases in 
the last ten years?” 

I bet that must mean Devereaux is 
anti- Communist and (shudder!) pa- 
triotic, too. We know what kind of 
loose cannons “God, duty, honor and 
country” attract! Those are watch- 
words that embody our once homo- 
geneous, strong, clean, incorruptible 
and non- politicized army. 

Because of what these lines repre- 
sent to “liberals” and the type of man 
who would espouse them, Hollywood 
deliberately puts these words in the 
mouth of Devereaux, thereby estab- 
lishing this Pro-American, white 
male soldier as a villain. 

As Devereaux’s villainous charac- 
ter is developed, preposterous situa- 
tions are contrived to fit the design. 
Like a Major General torturing and 
executing a prisoner. Sorry, other 

E eople are paid to do that. This does 
appen in the movie however (dur- 
ing the martial law phase) and you 
even see him wipe off his bloody 
hands. (The torture and execution 
occur in a men’s room; why didn’t he 
just use the sink?) 

The “liberal” movie makers’ fan- 
tasy of Devereaux torturing and kill- 
ing an “Arab American” prisoner is 
then used as part of Devereaux’s come- 
uppance when he is confronted with 
his evil doings by Beacon of Moral- 
ity, Hubbard. 

Back to the first dialog scene. There 
is talk about the kidnapping of the 
terrorist group’s imam that sets the 


whole assault on New York City in 
motion. The villain Devereaux denies 
to Saint Hubbard that the US has 
him, that he is “old news,” and that 
he heard he is “dead.” Consistent with 
establishing villainy, that’s a lie of 
course. Acting unilaterally, 
Devereaux had had the imam kid- 
napped and was holding him without 
the president’s knowledge. 

So, Devereaux is to blame for the 
Arab terrorist revenge attacks. And 
the martial law that follows. Appar- 
ently, Hollywood wants you to believe 
that the Army has a TOE slot for 
“Cannon, Loose, White, Major 
General.” 

“Retail sales are down 72%. ” “Hate 
crimes are skyrocketing.” Children 
are kept from going to school (there 
is always good with the bad) and the 
once busy streets are now silent be- 
cause many have fled. 

Two major bombings 
with no relief in sight, 

New Yorkers, “3 to 1” 
are demanding ac- 
tion. 

Shift now to an 
emergency meeting 
of the Senate Intelli- 
gence Committee 
including 
Devereaux, Hubbard 
and Elise/Sharon. 

The big question is 
will they stick with 
“the man on the 
ground” (the 

anointed FBI), or 
cross the line into 
martial law (the evil Army)? “Con- 
ventional law enforcement just isn’t 
up to the task” injects one member. “I 
hate to be the voice of doom but it 
keeps escalating. First a bus then a 
theater, what’s next?”, says another. 
Then a pro and con debate over the 
use of armed force and martial law in 
which a senator (a well nourished, 
Southern white male, another Hol- 
lywood villain type, most likely is rep- 
resenting Jessie Helms) finally adds, 
“You can not fight a junk yard dog 
with ASPCA rules. What you do is 
you take the leash off your own big- 
ger meaner dog.” 

Devereaux then adds he is against 
the use of American troops on Ameri- 
can streets. “It will be noisy, it will be 
scary and it will not be mistaken for a 
VFW parade.” He explains what 


would be involved in implementing 
martial law, one division (10,700 
men), tanks, guns, helicopters, etc.. 
And even though he urges them not 
to consider this route, he does make 
it clear that if he is has to enforce 
martial law, “. . .we will hunt down the 
enemy, we will find the enemy and we 
will loll the enemy.” Hubbard” now 
takes his stand. He also is against the 
presence of the army on American 
streets, declaring it will only hamper 
the investigation and drive the crimi- 
nals further underground, adding 
“. . .how can you fight a war against an 
enemy you can’t see?” Last up is Elise/ 
Sharon. She provides some informa- 
tion on how “cells” operate and how 
many there are (4). 

As the Senate Intelligence Com- 
mittee strategy session is well under 
way, so is the handiwork of the third 
cell. This time it is 
the suicide car bomb- 
ing of the Brooklyn 
FBI headquarters. 
(Grossly over done 
given the vehicle and 
amount of explosives 
used.) Fate is sealed 
and Devereaux and 
his division are un- 
leashed by the Presi- 
dent. Armored 
vehicles and troops 
roll into the street, 
strategy is an- 
nounced — Arab 
men in Brooklyn be- 
tween the ages of 14- 
30 are to be rounded 
up and interned to isolate the terror- 
ists — and a cat and mouse game en- 
sues between our multiracial FBI 
heroes, with assistance by feminist 
Elise/Sharon, against the white male 
soldier Devereaux in a race to get the 
so- call last cell. Devereaux acts swiftly 
and forcefully but then needs to spy 
on Hubbard and Elise/Sharon be- 
cause they not only withhold infor- 
mation from him, they work against 
him. Then, The Siege gets bizarre. 

First enter the multicultural New 
York City Mob protesting the deten- 
tion of Arab men fitting the profile 
of the Arab terrorists. 

We’re expected to swallow the con- 
tradiction of the Mob first demand- 
ing that “something” be done to end 
the terrorist threat, then protesting 
the logical actions and “human rights 


As Devereaux’s vil- 
lainous character is de- 
veloped, preposterous 
situations are con- 
trived to fit the design. 
Like a Major General 
torturing and execut- 
ing a prisoner. Sorry, 
other people are paid 
to do that. 
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abuses” necessary to counter that 
threat. The military is held to blame, 
naturally, for a civilian decision. 

Then we're expected to believe that 
the FBI and the federal courts (an- 
other set of heroes!) can operate in 
and interfere with martial law author- 
ity with impunity, to the point of ar- 
resting the commander. 

Cultural Marxist Themes 

S everal themes underpin The 
Siege. First, gratuitous accep- 
tance that America is, to use the 
latest cultural Marxist bromide, a 
“mixing bowl” of races and cultures. 
Never addressed is why all these Ar- 
abs, with their alien religion and cul- 
ture, are in America to begin with. 

The answer of course is the immi- 
gration “reform” of 1965 that threw 
open the floodgates for a tidal wave of 
Southern hemisphere and Third 
World barbarian “immigrants.” This 
“diversity” is “celebrated” in the pre- 
sentation of the multiracial 
multicultural FBI. 

One thing that was very obvious 
and calculated in this film was the 
crude, dishonest and dirty treatment 
of the white American male soldier. 
(In fact, most whites in the film are 
portrayed as either bumbling, schem- 
ing, or brutal oppressors.) 

The white soldier is set up as a straw 
man and then knocked down by mul- 
tiracial saviors. The white American 
male is the cultural Marxist (politi- 
cally correct) villain and he is under 
attack from all quarters. Why? Be- 
cause “liberals” and the “heads of ev- 
ery major Hollywood studio” hate 
what white men represent and fear 
that if white men ever wake up from 
the “diversity” and “tolerance” brain- 
wash and decided to take action to 
reclaim what they created — and pun- 
ish their Destroyers — the “ethnic 
cleansing” so desperately needed in 
America would make Bosnian Serb 
efforts look childish in comparison. 

“God, Duty, Honor, Country” is 
put in Devereaux’s mouth by the film- 
makers to establish him as a villain. 

Another white American male 
soldier, General Douglas MacArthur 
(who was also villainized by Ameri- 
can Bolsheviks and their puppet 
Truman, for daring to speak about 
victory over Asian Communists after 


50 years of service in the Army) used 
a similar phrase, “Duty, Honor, 
Country,” in his 12 May 1963 speech 
delivered to the Corps of Cadets at 
the United States Military Academy: 

“Duty, Honor, Country — those 
hallowed words reverently dictate 
what you want to be, what you can 

be, what you will be. 

They are rallying 
points to build cour- 
age when courage 
seems to fail, to re- 
gain faith when there 
seems to be little 
cause for faith, to 
create hope, when 
hope becomes for- 
lorn... The unbeliev- 
ers will say they are 
but words, but a slo- 


The white soldier is 

set up as a straw man 

and then knocked 

down by multiracial 

saviors. The white 

American male is the 

cultural Marxist (po- 

gan, but a flamboyant litically correct) villain 
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are systematically 
trashed while 


ant, every dema- 
gogue, every cynic, 
every hypocrite, ev- 
ery troublemaker, 
and, I am sorry to say, 
some others of an en- 
tirely different char- 
acter, will try to down 


wash and decided to 
take action to reclaim 
what they created — 
and punish their De- 

Devereaux rationally stroyers — the “ethnic 
executes his orders, J 

so is the Christian cleansing so desper- 
ately needed in 
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God trashed along 
with them. 

Once again, 
Hollywood’s pro- 
Communist, anti- 
Christian 
propaganda smear 
rears its Jewish Bol- 
shevik head. 


parison. 


And I’ll bet you didn’t even no- 


tice. 
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X, ADVERTISEMENT 


“FAVORED RACES” 

An excerpt from the “Eugenic Manifesto. ” 

For a free copy of the “ Eugenic Manifesto,” from which the below is an excerpt, 
please write to: P.O. Box 72, New Concord, KY 42076 


T he subtitle of Darwin’s Origin of Species is “On the 
origin of species by means of natural selection or the 
preservation of favored races in the struggle for life”* 
The human race has evolved to its present state of intelligence 
and power because of “the preservation of favored races in the 
struggle for life.”* “Race”* is the central mechanism of evolu- 
tion that has created all living things. “The preservation of 
favored races”* is a simple process to understand, but its effects 
over time are awesome. If we examine the process, we find that 
at some stage in evolution we can observe a group of individu- 
als of a single species which exist in an area segregated from 
other members of that same species. As a result of chance muta- 
tion, there occur genetic variations in some members of that 
segregated group. As the generations continue to reproduce, 
these genetic variations accumulate in the progeny of that seg- 
regated group. At first, the accumulated genetic variations do 
not make the segregated group different enough from the orig 
inal species to justify calling the segregated group a new species 
or even a new “favored race”* of the original species. However, 
after many generations, the segregated group or tribe which had 
accumulated sufficient genetic differences would be called a 
new “race”* of the original species. Over time, these newly 
developed segregated races continue to accumulate genetic dif- 
ferences through chance mutation, variation, etc. The “fav- 
ored”* variations increase the survivability of the “race”* which 
carries them. 

Once this new “favored race”* has become different enough 
from the original species, it is called a new species. Hence the 
subtitle, “On the origin of species by means of natural selection 
or the preservation of favored races in the struggle for life.”* 
There is really no probability that the “races”* would be equal. 
In fact, the whole notion runs directly counter to all evolution- 
ary theory and to the whole science of biology. 

Given the laws of biology, it would be a great surprise if the 
average strength or intelligence of one “race”* was found to be 
exactly equal to the average strength or intelligence of a differ- 
ent “race.”* Despite the controversy surrounding “race,”* it is 
not particularly useful to know which “race”* happens, as the 
result of an accident of evolutionary development, to have 
greater average strength or greater average intelligence because 
one could not predict from this average that any particular indi- 
vidual member of one “race,” was going to be superior or infe- 
rior to any particular individual member of a different “race.”* 
There are superior and inferior, strong and weak, intelligent and 
unintelligent individuals in all “races.”* Regardless of “racial”* 
averages, one would still have to judge each individual on the 
basis of individual merit without reference to the average of the 
group to which he happened to belong. Only by judging peo- 
ple as individuals, could we avoid injustice and enable all people 
to make the maximum contribution to society. There is no such 
thing as a superior “race”* per se, in the sense that every mem- 
ber of one “race”* is superior to every member of another 



“race.”* Neither is there such a thing as “racial”* equality in the 
sense that the average strength or intelligence of one “race”* is 
equal to the average strength or intelligence of every other 
“race.”* By judging people as individuals, one could perhaps 
identify a (superior) sociobiological class which might be a cross 
section of all “races”* although probably not in equal propor- 
tion. The only way you could have a [superior race] would be if 
a “favored race”* evolved into and became the next more high- 
ly evolved species above homosapiens, in which case it would 
become a superior species. Eugenics is a moral commitment not 
a racial affiliation and any “race”* that adopted a eugenic pro- 
gram could, given sufficient time, evolve into and become the 
next more highly evolved species above homo-sapiens. It is our 
hope that all “races”* will accept that moral responsibility and 
accomplish that objective, but it can not be accomplished with- 
in the political, philosophical and religious milieu of the 20th 
century. 

* Origin Of Species, Chari.es Darwin 

For a free copy of the “Eugenic Manifesto,” from which the 
above is an excerpt , please write to: P.O. Box 72, New 
Concord, KY 42076 
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IF NOT LE PEN, DECKERT OR 
GRIFFIN, WHO? 

IF NOT NOW, WHEN? 

Probably “favored races” 1 in South Africa are the most shocked by their rapid transforma- 
tion from a First World to a Third World country in the blink of an eye. But the same thing 
is happening at a slower pace in the United States, Germany, Australia and France. 

Actually, the collapse of civilization in cases where a more “favored race” is displaced by a 
less favored race should serve as a marvelous learning experience for the human race. Biology 
is important. 

However, as the dominoes of civilization fall, Rhodesia, South Africa, etc., there must 
come a time and a person and a place and a political strategy to counter this collapse. 

If those who protest this transformation from civilization to barbarism are imprisoned, 
others are deterred from speaking or from taking political counter measures, and civilization 
and the human race are doomed. 

seems like a shame the Griffin, Deckert and Le Pen had to risk going to prison for 
violating the Orwellian thought crime laws against “hate” literature, but what choice did 
they have? If the Lysenkoist democratic tyrannies in Paris, Bonn and London can stop us 
from talking about biology, next they will stop us from talking about science, economics, 
politics — there is no end. If they make it against the law for us to meet and talk, we can not 
save ourselves. It is just a question of time before they pass a law making everything we say 
against the law, and then we will all go to prison. I would rather go to prison while the 
country is composed of more “favored races” rather than waiting for it to be composed of less 
“favored races.” 

However, I disagree with Deckert, Le Pen and Griffin on the point of strategy. Rather 
than dealing with meaningless terms like “black” or “white”, they should have simply quoted 
from Darwin’s Origin of Species and said that the real uncensored title is, On the Origin oj 
Species By Means of Natural Selection or the Preservation of Favored Races in the Struggle for Life. 
When the Lysenkoist democratic tyrannies brought them for trial for “hate” literature, they 
could have pointed out that this was the real uncensored title. (Incidentally, you know what 
the government’s definition of “hate” literature is: It’s anything that the government would 
just hate to have you know. I found in book stores that three out of five published versions of 
Origin of Species have been censored, with the longer title deleted from the title page.) Could 
the Lysenkoist democratic tyrannies in Paris, Bonn, or London have put Le Pen, Deckert or 
Griffin in prison for simply telling the truth that anyone can verify by going to the library? 
Deckert would win if they imprisoned him or if they let him speak. Either way — Check- 
mate. Then the paper curtain — electronic curtain of media censorship would come down 
just like the Berlin Wall and Iron Curtain fell. 

For further information on the suggested political strategy of the Eugenic Movement, 
please write for a free copy of the Eugenic Manifesto, PO Box 72, New Concord, KY, 42076 
USA. 


Vol. V, No. 1 


103 


The RESISTER 



THE 

PARTISAN 


The Journaf of the 
American Freedom 

THE TIME FOR COMPLACENCY 

IS OVER! 


In the struggle against tyranny, knowledge is your most powerful I 
weapon. At last there is a rational, objective, in-depth journal with 
cutting edge information dedicated to those who think freedom is 
worth fighting for. 

The Partisan is a new magazine that satisfies a growing desire for a rational, objective, cutting edge 
publication dedicated to those Americans concerned with issues of individual freedom. 

The Partisan will have an editorial policy of staunchly defending the entire Bill of Rights and not 
just the Second Amendment. Although The Partisan will take a no-compromise stand on moral and 
philosophical issues relating to freedom The Partisan wants to make it quite clear that it will not enter- 
tain nor tolerate any form of racism, Anti-Semitism, patriot mythology or conspiracy theory paranoia that 
has unfortunately tainted that part of our culture concerned with issues of freedom, survivial and fire- 
arms. 

In addition to reviewing weapons and equipment The Partisan will also have articles on tactics, 
preparedness and fieldcraft. The Partisan intends to break new ground with its in-depth reporting on 
p olitical and philosophical issues as they relate to individual freedom. 

Yes, I’m ready to join in the fight for freedom. 
Please send me a one year (four issues) sub- 
scription to The Partisan for the introduc- 
tory rate of only $19.95. (cash or check only) 

The Partisan 
P.O. Box 1085 Dept.TR 
Longmont, CO. 80502 

WWW.PART1SAN.COM OR UZll@FRII.COM , 
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DEFY THE COMMISSARS! 
PASS ONE ON! 


American Renaissance 

There is not a truth existing which I fear or would wish unknown to the whole world. 

-Thomas Jefferson 


Box 527 Tel. (703)716-0900 

Oakton, VA 22124 Fax. (703) 716-0320 


Dear Concerned American: 

Can you name a single publication that writes honestly 
about race, immigration, and the future of the United 
States? 

When was the last time you read an article that did not 
blame the failures of blacks and Hispanics on white 
prejudice or oppression? 

Or one that pointed out how large-scale, non-white 
immigration is transforming America in undesirable ways. 

The mainstream press is so terrified of being called 
"racist" that it won' t write truthfully about the issues 
that have the greatest impact on our future. 

That is why we publish American Renaissance . 

"Multi-culturalism, " "diversity," affirmative action, and 
waves of immigrant aliens are destroying the basic character 
of our nation. Someone must say so. Someone must defend the 
cultural tradition of the people who built this country and 
made it great. 

American Renaissance speaks for you. 

Where else would you find articles like these: 

"The Late Great American City" 

- An unflinching look at how changing racial demographics 
have destroyed our once-great cities. 

"The Myth of Diversity" 

- Why diversity of the kind we are supposed to be 
celebrating is not a strength but a terrible weakness. 

"White Man in a Texas Prison" 

- The hair-raising truth about life in our increasingly 
non-white prison system. 

"Race and Intelligence: The Evidence" 

- Exhaustive treatment of recent scientific studies that 
the mainstream media are determined to ignore. 

"Why Africa is Poor" 

- A devastating critique of the usual excuses- 
colonialism, imperialism, big corporations-that blame 
outsiders for Africa's grinding poverty. 


"The Color of Crime" 

- Who is committing violent crime in the United States- 
and against whom? 

Every issue of American Renaissance is packed with 
articles, news items, and letters about the lif e-and-death 
struggle for America's future-a struggle we are supposed to 
pretend isn't even going on. 

American Renaissance reviews books that the media would 
prefer to kill with silence: 

Invisible Victims - a study of the ways affirmative 
action hurts whites. 

The Invented Indian - how American Indians shake society 
down for benefits no one ever hears about. 

The Path to National Suicide - traces the development of 
our disastrous immigration policies. 

The Demographic Struggle for Power - describes the 
inevitability of ethnic conflict in mixed societies. 

Did you even know these books had been published? 

American Renaissance covers stories the national press 
ignores : 

* That immigration activists are demanding voting rights 
for non-citizens . 

* That blacks are three to four times more likely than 
whites to commit hate crimes. 

* That science has decisively disproven the trendy view 
that race is not a valid, biological concept. 

* That affirmative action in police and fire departments 
costs live s . 

* That each succeeding generation of Mexican-Americans is 
less likely to graduate from high school than its parents. 

Please Join Us. 

American Renaissance has been publishing since 1990. It 
speaks for the majority and it speaks with the confidence 
that is born of the conviction of what is right . 

We will send you a full year of American Renaissance-12 
monthly issues-for only $24. This is a small price to pay to 
learn what is happening to America, to join the fight for a 
better, brighter future. 

We care deeply about our country and we think you do too. 
The violence of Detroit, the corruption of Washington, D.C., 
and the increasingly alien nature of Miami must not mark the 
way to the future. Our national character, our bedrock 
values must not be tossed aside in the name of slogans like 
"diversity," "multi-culturalism, " and "tolerance." 


America has lost its way. Television won't tell you where 
we went wrong. Newspapers won't tell you what must be done. 
American Renaissance will. 

And unless we act soon, the America we leave to our 
grandchildren will be a Third-World nation of Third-World 
people . 

Please join the men and women who want something better 
for America. Join the readers of American Renaissance . 


Sincerely yours. 



P.S. Who writes for American Renaissance ? Some of the 
most thoughtful critics of today's policies: 


Samuel Francis, Syndicated Columnist 
Michael Levin, City College of New York 
Glayde Whitney , Florida State University 
Fr. James Thornton, True Orthodox Church 
Richard Lynn, University of Ulster 


. . . and many others who are fed up with politically 

correct editors who will not publish the truth. 


(On the other side is the first page of a typical issue.) 


Subscriber (Your name will not be given out to anyone.) i» 

Name: 

Address: 

Address: 

Please include 9-digit zip code if possible. 

Annual Subscription (12 issues) $24.00. For first-class mail add $6.00. Canada and overseas, US$30.00. 

Please make check payable to American Renaissance. 
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The Myth of Diversity 


Seldom have so many 
pretended to believe some- 
thing so absurd. 

by Jared Taylor 

T'he idea that “diversity” is one of 
the country’s great strengths is now so 
firmly rooted that virtually anyone can 
evoke it, praise it, and wallow in it 
without fear of contradiction. It has 
become one of the great unassailably 
American ideas, like democracy, 
patriotism, the family, or Martin 
Luther King. 

The President of the United States 
glories in diversity. In May, 1995, in a 
message recognizing the Mexican 
holiday, Cinco de Mayo, William Clin- 
ton said, “The Fifth of May offers all 
of us a chance to celebrate the cultural 
diversity that helps to make our nation 
great.” A few days later, when he 
designated May as Asian/Pacific 
American Heritage Month, he said, 
“With the strength of our diversity and 
a continued commitment to the ideal 
of freedom, all Americans will share in 
the blessings of the bright future that 
awaits us.” 

Hillary Clinton feels the same way. 
In February, 1995, she spoke to the 
students of her former high school in 
the Chicago suburb of Park Ridge. She 
noticed there were many more non- 
whites among the students than when 
she was a student, 30 years earlier. 
“We didn’t have the wonderful diver- 
sity of people that you have here 
today,” said Mrs. Clinton. “I’m sad we 
didn’t have it, because it would have 
been a great value, as I’m sure you will 
discover.” 

Diversity has become one of those 
orotund, high-sounding sentiments 
with which politicians lard their 
speeches. Of course, the idea that 


diversity — at least of the kind that Mr. 
and Mrs. Clinton are promoting — is a 
great advantage for America is one of 
the most obviously stupid propositions 
ever to see the light of day. 



There is one kind of diversity that 
actually is an advantage. A contractor, 
for example, cannot build houses if he 
hires only electricians. He needs car- 
penters, plumbers, etc. — a diverse 
work force. However, functional 
diversity of this kind is not what the 
Chief Executive is talking about. He is 
talking about largely non-functional 
differences like race, language, age, 

Diversity has become one 
of those high-sounding 
sentiments with which 
politicians lard 
their speeches. 

sex, culture and even whether some- 
one is homosexual. One might call this 
status diversity. 

What advantages would a contrac- 
tor get from a mixed work force of that 
kind? None. What are the advantages 
the United States gets from a racially 
mixed population? None. The idea 
that status diversity is a strength is not 


merely a myth, but a particularly 
transparent one. Explaining why 
diversity is bad for a country is a little 
like explaining why cholera is bad for 
it; the trick is to understand how 
anyone could possibly think it was 
good. 

In fact, diversity became a strength 
after the fact . It became necessary to 
believe in it because skepticism would 
be “racist.” Otherwise intelligent 
people began to mouth nonsense 
about diversity only because of the 
blinding power of the race taboo. 
After diversity began to include sex, 
mental disabilities, perversions, and 
everything else that was alien or out- 
landish, to disbelieve in the power of 
diversity was to show oneself to be 
“intolerant” as well as “racist.” 

Of course it is only white societies — 
and white groups within multi-racial 
societies — that are ever fooled by guff 
about diversity. Everyone else recog- 
nizes the Clinton-Harvard-Atew York 
Times brand of diversity for exactly 
what it is: weakness, dissension, and 
self-destruction. 

Immigration 

Despite President Clinton’s view 
that “diversity” started with Colum- 
bus, for most of its history the United 
States was self-consciously homo- 
geneous. In 1787, in the second of The 
Federalist Papers , John Jay gave 
thanks that “Providence has been 
pleased to give this one connected 
country to one united people, a people 
descended from the same ancestors, 
speaking the same language, profess- 
ing the same religion, attached to the 
same principles of government, very 

similar in their manners and customs . 

>> 

Continued on page 3 
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Arm Vourself With the Intellectual 
Ammunition You Need to Fight and Win 
the War of the Century 

WEAPON #1 

THE GREAT COMMUNITARIAN HOAX: 


The Hidden Agenda of the Clinton-Gore Administration 


Bill Clinton, A1 Gore, and their col- 
lectivist associates are perpetrating 
a gigantic and monstrous hoax on 
the American people, the same 
deadly communitarian hoax that 
Hitler and the Nazis used to enslave 
the Germans. Hitler hoaxed the Ger- 
mans in order to gain their faith and 
trust and to accomplish the seizure 
of absolute power. This booklet 
shows that leaders of the present 
administration are using this dia- 
bolical hoax to achieve the same 
ends. Like Hitler, their chilling 
agenda includes the preparation for 
a division of mankind into men of 
the elite and men of the herd. These 


tyrannical rulers are prepar- 
ing this country ideologically 
for totalitarianism. The pur- 
pose of their massive propa- 
ganda campaign is to shape 
the minds and mold the 
character of Americans. In order to 
gain mass approval and mass sup- 
port for totalitarian socialism, they 
are attacking individualism and 
obliterating the concept of man as a 
free, independent, self-sufficient in- 
dividual. They are implanting in 
Americans communitarian (socialis- 
tic) ideals, including the obligation 
to community, selfless service, and 
the duty to work for the common 


good. Their goal is to create a 
new kind of human being, a help- 
less, mindless, obedient individual 
who will voluntarily submit to their 
commands. You'll discover the 
shocking truth about why they are 
creating a national community and 
thousands of local communities, ad- 
vocating community service, and es- 
tablishing community policing. 


THE ULTIMATE 

WEAPONS 

IN AMERICA’S 
CULTURE WAR: 




WEAPON #2 

THE VOICES OF AMERICA’S DESTRUCTION: 

And the Life-Giving, Life-Celebrating Antidote 


Broadcasting at full volume the toxic 
ideas used by one of the most sadis- 
tic criminals of all time — Adolf 
Hitler — Bill Clinton, A1 Gore, and 
their collectivist associates have be- 
come the voices of America's destruc- 
tion. This book exposes The Great 
Communitarian Hoax and reveals 
the present administration's twenty- 
one biggest brain-stopping lies. It 
shows that this administration's 
agenda for destruction includes, 
among other things, dismantling our 
military; militarizing and nationaliz- 
ing law enforcement; nationalizing 
education; establishing socialized 
medicine; using the environmental 
"crisis" as a means to achieve gov- 
ernment control or ownership of land 
and production; repopulating 
America with immigrants from so- 
cialist nations in a supreme effort to 
obliterate America's culture, tradi- 
tion, and institutions; working to ex- 
pand NAFTA, NATO, and other 
globalist UN-affiliated military alli- 
ances and trade blocs; using incen- 
tives, regulations, and controls to 


force or induce companies to shift 
production overseas; making 
America dependent on other nations 
for food and manufactured products; 
cooperating politically, economically, 
and militarily with communist na- 
tions in order to create a one-world 
government and a global police state; 
and creating the illusion of economic 
security and prosperity while it de- 
liberately sets this country up for an 
economic collapse. Like the Nazis, 
this political elite advocates collectiv- 
ism, i.e., the theory that the group, 
community, society, etc., has primacy 
over the individual. It is attacking in- 
dividualism, i.e., the primacy of the 
individual and the supremacy of in- 
dividual rights, and destroying eco- 
nomic freedom. 

- Our treasonous, tyrannical lead- 
ers are at war with the American 
people. This book offers you pow- 
erful intellectual ammunition and 
shows you how we can fight on the 
battlefield of ideas, expose the Great 
Communitarian Hoax, and defend 
America's moral ideals, intellectual 



values, and political concepts and 
principles. The American people can 
unite, disempower the collectivist 
political and intellectual elites, and 
make America's fundamental ideas 
dominant in every area, including 
the schools, the universities, the the- 
aters, the media, the churches, and 
the art galleries. The actions of our 
government must be rigidly defined 
and limited, and in his book. Revo- 
lution from the Middle, Samuel Francis 
writes about the concept of a paral- 
lel government. If Americans fight 
for their freedom and rights while 
they still have the opportunity and 
means, they can win the culture war 
and save this nation. As Kenneth W. 
Sollitt correctly states, "Whether or 
not you lose your freedom depends 
on how you use it now." 


To order The Voices of America's Destruction: Please 
send $15 plus $3 for shipping and handling, add .50 
shipping and handling per each additional book. There 
is a 40% discount when purchasing one or more cases, 
12 books per case. At $108 per case, that's only $9 per 
book. Please add $8 per case for shipping and handling. 

To order The Great Communitarian Hoax: Please send 
$5 plus $3 for shipping and handling, add .50 shipping 
and handling per each additional booklet. There is a 20% 
discount when purchasing one or more cases, 50 book- 


lets per case. At $200 per case, that is $4 per booklet. 
Please add $8 per case for shipping and handling. 

Make your check or money order out to: American Free- 
dom Press. Include your name and return address. Al- 
low 5 weeks for delivery. CA residents add 7.25% sales 
tax. Please send check or money order to: American 
Freedom Press, P.O. Box 1776, Chico, CA 95927. Or call 
toll free to order: 1-877-291-1000. 

Web Site http:/ / www.americanfreedompress.com 


